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Cases Reported this Week. 
Broadbent v. Rotherham C orporation - 460 
Fowler v. Midland Electric Corporation for Power Diatribn- 
tion (Lim:) ‘a ee ee 
Geipel v. Peach 
Stone v. Stone and Osborne...... 
The Petition of Right of Benjamia Smith & Co, 
The Stanton ” (Cargo ex) ......... 


° 
Current Topics. 
‘‘The Swift’ and ‘‘ The Broke,” 

WE note with much pleasure that Commanders Evans and 
Peck have been promoted to the rank of Captain, and have 
received the D.S.O. We should have mentioned in our previous 
note ( , p. 425) that Captain Peck is the son of the late 
Mr. Jasper Peck, who was a very well-known conveyancer of 
Lincoln’s Inn 
Food Control 

Foop CONTROL remains the leading question of the day, and 
we are afraid that for some time to come Lord DEvonPort’s 
Orders will figure largely in our weekly collection of war matter, 
an wterin ong to which for the past half-year we print on 
another page. It appears that steps are now being taken to deal 
with disre a of food control regulations. According to a 
statement in the 7ymes ef Thursday, the Local Government 
Board, by arrangement with the Food Controller, has made 
an Order empowering local authorities to enforce the Orders 
issued from the Ministry of Food. The local authorities con- 
cerned will be the Corporation of the City of ‘London, the 
metropolitan borough councils, other municipal councils, 
urban district and rural councils, and the Council of the Isles 
of Seilly The arrangement, it is also stated, is supplementary 
to the Ministry of Food’s own system of inspection under which 
England and Wales are divided into sixteen districts and Scot- 
lend and Ireland into three each 


War Bills in Parliament. 

A CONSIDERABLE number of War Bills have now left the 
House of Commons and are under consideration in the House 
of Lords. The Lge: of Civilians Bill may be necessary, 
but can hardly described as welcome. It provides for the 
billeting of persons employed on work certified by any Govern- 
ment Department to be work of national importance, and is 
intended to meet the case of a sudden influx of workers into 
1 district The arrangements generally will be under the 
control of a Central Billeting Board, which will work through 
local committees There aire various safeguards introduced 
in the Bill, and in particular ‘‘ the local committee in allocat- 
ing billets shall in the first instance allocate billets to such 
persons only as are willing to provide them, and generally 
shall have regard to the convenience of the ggveral occupiers 
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of premises (clause 3 (4) (a)) And among the provisions 
for compensation is one for cases where the billeting is the 
cause of intect ] 11S¢ e. This was introduced by the Govern 
ment under pre ire it House of Commons The purport 
of the Court En el Powers) Amendment Bill we have 
alreac tated nte 294), and there is now also a clause 
overruling Nharp ('j t (ante, p. 352) The Companie 
(Foreign Interests) B which require the consent of the 
Be ird of Trade t t on in article oft association of com 
panies which restrict alier yntrol, is one of the war measures 
which v need to be reviewed after tl il The Coroners 
(Emergen Pre YB intended to reduce the number 
ot jure quired for roner yuri The Societies (Su 
pensior ‘ Meeting RB enable meetings of ipproved 
ocietre rie | t ind trace ! to be dispensed 
with d ne the ! And the Military Ser e (Convention 
vith Allied State I enables the net of conscription to be 
pl a ore ( between Allied untries Among the 
Bi the He ( mo et Munitions of War 
Bill \ I I irther tl tem ota ition 
of lab« ( P tion B the tter of whicl 
é nor i el ent 1 mie ¢ And thers s the 
Cri il | \ t B t itable provision 
ot wv | ve ] ! ( t il nportant 
letter by Mr. C1 (C‘HAPMA 
The Retirement of the Bar Librarian 

In tHe / Time f 28th Apr p. 449) will be found an 
appreciative notice M Ricones, the yrarian at the Bar 
Librar it the Law (¢ irt vho has recent retired owing to 
ill-healt Wi noticed s absence, but in the crowded 
interest til we ul tale to realize for what a long 
period it ad f The ready nd helpful a tance 
we had always received from him w ntinued by the assis 
tant librarian, Mr. R. A. Ricues, h nd we had assumed 
that tl Hse! M Ricut A n temporary He had 
been librarian at the B Library ever nee its institution in 
1884, and no ubt in the mind and feeling of many like our 

( had beer tiated with il That library is a 
busier ‘ { braries of the Inns of Court There 
are the nt { ounse in arch of ammunition 
where th ft rr n the vartare bhelovw we hould say 
t it tl } tea i floor ibove the courts 
" el thre j ‘ research wtiel the mark of the olde 
ibrar Bu friend in Mr. Ricues, and his 
retirement w be ! eneral!l re etted We are glad to 
Know that ! place has been taken by hi on, and that the 
care e librarv will remain in ver ! etent hand 
Lord Shaw ’s Judgment 

WeE REFERRED last» week to Lord SHaw lissentient jude 
ment in Zac f te, p. 443), but we had then only seer 
1 short repo1 t By the enterprise of the Law Jo } 
ind also of f S e, the full judgment has been re 
porte ind iva ble the issues of those papers for the 
th inst We not n tf we were the first to que tion the 
validit f Regulation 148, under which a British subject can 
be imprisoned for an indefinite period without being brought to 
trial and wit it » far as we are aware—having any charge 
formulated 1inst | but we took « ption to the regula 
tion immediately it was made, and we have never doubted that 
it wa rea it le the cope of the Defence of the Realm 
Acts That it { nica within their cope must now be 
accepted as good law, but a perusal of Lord SHaw’s judgment 
hews | { p the , the other side One very 
weight point seen t be that regulation as used in the 
Acts means a regulation prescribing a course of action for indi 
viduals, and not a ! f action under which officials can 
nterfere of their own with private citizens ‘* Regula 
tion’ mean the formulation of rules in the interest 
( | et r de ! rules of action behaviour and con 
n obedience to which the citizens may co-operate for 
t] ends, and fot disobedience to which they mav be 





on to shew, was not a formulation of a rule of this kind at 
all:—‘‘ It is for the summary arrest and detention of tl 
person, grounded, and grounded alone, on the subject’s hosti] 
origin or and he continued: ‘‘ Against regu 
tions, in their generality, as thus construed, nothing can sta 
No rights, be they as ancient as Magna Charta; no laws, be th 
as deep as the foundations of the Constitution—all are swept 
aside by the generality of the power vested in the Executi 
to issu regulations We do not propose to follow L 
Suaw in the development of this theme, or into his vigor 
presentment of the dangers incident to the powers now hel 
to the We do not believe that t 
dangers are fanciful or unreal—we indeed, currs 
evidence of their reality in the suppression of opinion 

hi 1 valuable, albeit dissentient, corrective to t 


decision ot Lords 


association ;”’ 


ld to 
be given Executive 


have, 


1dgment is 
the House of 


Judgments, Unanimous and Otherwise. 
INCIDENTALLY the Zadig Case shews very forcibly the ad\ 
tages ol the procedure of the House of Lords as contrasted vy 
that of the Judicial Committee of the Privy ¢ ouncil. 1 
Judicial Committee in form merely advises the Crown, an 
delivers a single judgment from which all dissent has by 1 
nature of things to be eliminated. Whether, having regard 
the nature of its jurisdiction, this is under the special cir 
tances the most convenient we need not express 
opinion. It may be that a judgment which is to settle a 
pute in a remote part of the world ought to carry the app 
however much disagreeme 
there may have in arriving at it But there 
no question that, for appeals in this country to the House 
Lords, the rule of separate judgments best accords with t 
spirit and traditions of our law Without it we should h 
st Lord SHaw’s judgment on the present occasion, unle 


course 


; 


ance of a unanimous sentence, 


been ean 


had threatened, like an obstinate juryman, to sta 


How this would work i 
ce 


indeed, he 
his brother Peers into submission 
the serene atmosphere of a final tribunal we do not know 
when the question arises of amalgamating the House of Lords 
ind the Judicial Committee, Lord SHaw’s judgment i 
remembered as a conclusive argument 

It has sometimes be« 


the 


present case will be 
the free expression of judicial opinion. 
rumoured that dissent has been with difficulty suppre 


even in the Privy Council 


Reprisals and Their Limits. 


been an _ interesting correspondence in t 
on the legitimacy of the recent air-1 
reprisals at Freiburg. Amongst those who have taken pa 
in it, im addition to Epwarp CLarKE, whose first letter 
we printed last week, are Professor Dicey, Professor HOLLAND, 
Several of thi 


THERE 


column 


HAS 


of the Times 


rt 


Sir 


Sir Herpert STepHen, and ‘‘ Jurist 
letters we print elsewhere The general result of the 
respondence is to base the opposition to such reprisal 


erounds of morality and honour, and not upon any prohibit 
recognized by international law. In other words, they ar 
immoral.and dishonourable, though they may be legal rhe 
ame higher tone is taken in a letter from Mr. STEED, w] 
we print elsewhere, and on this we have nothing to add. 
inasmuch as we said, in first criticising the occurrence, that 
such reprisals were forbidden by international law, we 
| Professor HoLianp’s statement that 
“might, of cour 


naturally interested in 
they Objections,”’ 

be made to them as unlikely to produce their hoped-for effe 
or as repugnant to our feelings of humanity or honour 7 
are not illegal.’’ Well, that depends on what we are entit 
to treat as international law The Hague Conventions are 
silent as to reprisals, and it may be admitted that there 1 
express authoritative declaration on the subject. That 

are, speaking generally, permissible is clear enou 
Our Order in Council of March, 1915, for instance, by w! 
the Blockade of Germany was set up, was stated to be by 

of reprisal But the objections to such procedure are so g! 
that ‘* belligerents are universally considered to be bound t 
to resort to reprisals except under the pressure of abso 


are not he writes, 


| risais 
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necessity, and then not by way of revenge, but only in cases | +), 


and to the extent by which an enemy may be deterred from 
a repetition of his offence ’’: Hall’s International Law, 6th ed. 
p. 411. The question, indeed, is not as to the lawfulness of 


the laws of war by another—-but as to the limits which must be 
placed on them; and when we said that the air raid at 
Freiburg was forbidden by international law, we meant that 
it exceeded the limits which may now be regarded as recog- 
nized by international lawyers. These limits are founded on 
the gradual amelioration which has taken place—except with 
the Germans in the Franco-Prussian War and the present war 

in the barbarities of war, and on the rule laid down by the 
Institute of International Law at Oxford, in 1881, that re- 
prisals must in every case respect the laws of humanity and 
morality (Annuaire de L’Institut de Droit International, 5th 
year, p. 174). Air raids on undefended towns, which the 
aviators know will have as their natural—and therefore in 
tended—result the deaths of women and children, exceed these 
limits, and in that sense are unlawful. 


Libel and Privileged Occasion. 

One oF the mysteries of the law of libel centres round the 
doctrine of *‘ privileged occasion,’’ which is an adequate plea to 
any action for defamation, however untrue the statement, pro 
vided malice is not proved The general position is clear. rhe 
occasion on which a libellous communication is made becomes 
privileged when the person who makes the communication owes 
a legal or moral duty to the recipient to give information of 
the kind communicated, or has a common interest with the 
recipient, of a kind which the law recognises, in making the 
communication ; otherwise the occasion is not privileged: 7'odd 
v. Hawkins (8 C. & P. 88); Odgers on Libel, 5th ed., p. 249. 
But the law is not quite so clear as to what cases come within 
these words ‘‘ duty ’’ and ‘‘ common interest.’’ The ques 
tion is one of law tor the judge, not one of fact for the jury, 
o that one source of confusion in the interpretation of decided 
cases is absent. Nevertheless the boundary line has never yet 
been well drawn. It is a little difficult to understand the 
grounds for the latest judicial decision as to that boundary line, 
the view taken by CoLeripcGE, J., in Bailey v. Cecil (Times, 
ith inst.). Here the plaintiff was a married man, a Methodist 
by religious denomination, who lived near Hatfield He had 
been separated from his wife, and had arranged with the latter 
to retain the custody of three children. Wanting a person to 
look after them, he engaged for that purpose a young woman, 
to whom and her mother he frankly explained the position 
Ilearing of this, the wife of the parish rector, Lady FLORENCE 
CecIL, wrote a letter to the young woman’s mother attacking 
the plaintiff's conduct to his wife, accusing him of ‘‘ deceiving 
your daughter ’’ and ‘‘ making love to her ’’—an unfounded 
accusation, into the truth of which Lady FLorence CrciL 
admitted in cross-examination that she had not inquired 
Obviously such a statement was libellous unless the plea of 
But to sustain 
on the part of 


‘ privileged occasion ’’ could be sustained. 

such a plea it is necessary to set up a ‘‘ duty ”’ 
the rector’s wife to the young woman’s mother. 
the plaintiff, although residing in the parish, belonged to a 
Nonconformist denomination, it is a little difficult to see what 
duty to interfere in his private affairs was vested in the rector 
A fortiori, it is still more difficult to see what duty resided 
in the rector’s wife In such circumstances, if motives of 
philanthropy and sympathy led a private person to make 
libellous charges without careful inquiry into their truth, 
everyone would agree that such person must make these state- 
ments at his or her peril if they are in fact found to be un 
justified. But in the special case of a parochial rector and 


Seeing that 


his wife, Lord CoLerIDGE seems to have considered that a dif- 
ferent principle applied, and he ruled that the occasion was 
privileged. 
by a judge trying an action without a jury, has no binding 
legal effect, and, as the case was settled, no decision of a higher 
court is likely to be taken on the point, 


Of course this ruling, made ¢n a nisi prius case 





Statute of Limitations and Annuities. 
It 1s well known that. prior to the decision of the Court ot 
Appeal in Sutton v. Sutton (22 Ch. D. 511), different periods 


: ‘ , | limitati vicht ; ly he remedies for recoverv ‘rears 
reprisals in general—that is, the meeting of one violation of | 01 ‘™!*auon might apply to the remedies for recovery of arrear: 


of interest on a sum of money charged on land, and secured by 
covenant, or arrears of an annuity similarly secured, accord- 
ing as the remedy pursued was against the land or on the 
Against the land only six years could be re- 
covered, this being the limitation imposed by section 42 of 
the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833; and though, in 


terms, this appears to bar all remedies, yet, sin that Act 


covenant 


was followed by the Civil Procedure Act, 1833, and since this 
by section 3 allowed twenty years as the period for an action 
on the covenant, the later enactment was treated as creating 
an exception out of the earlier, and accordingly, while only 
IX years’ arrears were recoverable against the land, twenty 
years’ arrears were recoverable on the covenant: //unter v 
Nockolds (1 Mac. & G. 640) Hlow the principle would affect 
the re¢ ery of a capital sum charged on land and secured 


by covenant it was unnecessary to consider, for at that time 
When, however, 
the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, by section &, reduced 
against the land to twelve years, the 


the period was twenty years in each case 


the period for recover 


same question had now to be determined as regards capital 
sums, and the theory of an exception as to personal remedies 
no longer applied Accordingly it was held in NSufton v 


Sutton (supra) that the words of section 8 of the Act of 
1874 must have their full effect, and that the lapse of twelve 
| Before 

pra), it had been held, indeed, by Lord 
yv. Smith (2 Dr. & War. p. 391), that 

the limitation on arrears of interest applied to all remedies, 


ears was a bar to real and personal remedies alike 
Hunter v. Nockolds (s 


St. Leonarps, in //¢ 


and while this view did not then prevail, yet it was inevitable 
that it should be revived after Sutton v. Suttoi Although 


the limitation on arrears of interest and annuities still rested 


| on section 42 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, yet, 


in analogy to Sutton v. Sutton, that section must be read 
vene rally so as to bar all remedies alike Thi view appt ars 
to have been adopted in Ireland in Dower v. Dower (15 L R 
Ir. 264), and Re Nugent’s Tvusts (19 L. R. Ir. 140), and it 
ias now been adopted by Ni VILLE, J » in Re 7 irner, A lafte 
berger v. Groombridge (ante, p. 300; 1917, 1 Ch. 422) It 
may be noticed that for the purpose of the Real Property 
Limitation Acts an annuity charged on land is regarded not 
; a series of capital sums, each charged on land, but as 
rent within the meaning of those Acts (see Act of 1833, 
s. 1), and hence the annuity itself and the arrear 
be considered separatelye When, however, by the lapse of the 


} 


statutory period of twelve years the annuity itself-is extin 


have to 


cuished, the right to recover any arrears is also lost: Jones 
v. Withers (74 L.T. 572): and see //ughes v. Coles (27 Ch. D. 
231), though Nevi.iue, J 


rectness of the latter case, e 


ippears to have doubted the cor- 


Workmen’s Compensation and Extrinsic Risks. 
THE OLD and wearisome question as to what is an “‘ inci- 
dental ’’ extrinsik ri 
ment has come up once more before the House of Lords in 
Lyons v. Woodilee Coal and Coke Co. (Limited) | 1917, W. N 
151). A workman engaged as crusher in a mine finished his 


and what merely an ‘‘ of any employ- 


night shift at 4.30 a.m., and went to the shaft-bottom to be 
taken to the surface Owing to a breakdown of the bell- 
wire there were repairs to be done to the cage, and it took an 
hour to ascend Lyons, while waiting, caught a chill, which 
developed into pneumonia, and he died The question, of 
course, is whether the death was due to an accident arising 

out of ’’ and in the course of the employment It is not a 
matter of any doubt that death from pneumonia may be a 

statutory accident,’’ nor was it disputed that the death was 
occasioned by the chill, and that the chill occurred in the course 
of the employment But it was held by the arbitrator, and 
upheld on appeal by all the superior Courts, that the accident 
did not arise ‘‘ out of ’’ the employment; in other words, the 
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risk of chill was not a risk incidental to the employment, but a 


general risk to health which everyone runs—.¢., an 
** extrinsi risk not arising out of the employment The 
case, of coursé in be distinguished from Coyle v. J 
Watson (1915, A. C. 1), where a miner working habitually in 
cold water caught a chill and died ; there the accident was held 
to have arisen out the employn ent, but obvious the 1 
incidental to working in cold water 1 special nd added 
risk of the man’s employment Nevertheless, it is a little 
dificult to say at what point the e to be drawn between 
such a case and one like the p1 t. where tl miner has to 
ascend every day i ore \A il wit te i breakdown and 
delay in repairing—may expose hin ra whole hour to a cold 
draught While refusing to overrule tl le ion of the arbi- 
trator on the question Of fact, there being ¢ lene n wi ih 
he could find what he did find, the House of Lords evidently 
considered that he might we have found the facts otherwise 
It seems unfortunate, as has been iggested more than once 
in these colum1 that the power ¢ iperior Courts to review 
findings of fact on the part of a int irt ju ire limites 
to cases in which there is not a single part e of ¢ lence o1 
which he can make the findin or the Ase ! hic] } 
applied an erroneous principle of Vin ari ng at } finding 


Bee-Keeping and the Ownership of Bees. 


THE ATTENTION of those who are interested in the mainte: 
ance otf our upp ol food is recent heen directed to thie 
keeping of bees and the increase of our stor of hone We 
are apt to torget that intil the teenth centur the 


demand for sugar was wholly satisfied by honey, which w 


also the material for the popula heverage mead, meth 
glin and hydrome!l Lhe hive t An I irmel brit O ell 
a substantia proht but bee Keeping t igh one of the most 
ancient of our nadustrie has ot te been somewhat 
neglected by Ene hmen vho  prete t import the 
sweets from abroa The question arise hether the owne1 
ship ot bee 1 ifficient protected | oul law Our 
Case iawWw seer 1AKE el erene then 
beyond a veneral tate! mt ti t thre I thie ib] t « 
larceny But if we go ba to the Roman Digest w find 
eparate paragrapl l¢ ted to tl | ert In be v1 
tells us in state anguage that bees are } natu | 
if they swarm upon ur tre ou | unt u | e hive 
them, no more property than you ive in the birds wh 
build their nest there Anyone too, 1 it liberty to 
take the hone mb the bee may have made But. « 
course, if, before t taken, you ef invone enter 
ing upon your ind u—sihave 1 right to top him 
The Roman jurist add und h tatement lopted | 
Scottish text writer \ l kK KINI Te STarr—t Gt a 
swarm which has flown from your hive t nsidered your 
as long as it m our sight ind ma easily be pursued 
otherwise it becomes the propert ft first. perso) wi take 
it. American case wecepti th doctrine have eld that 
the owner of a swarm of bees n pursue | propert ipon 
the land of another and retake it, even althous he ma cf 
liable for a trespass in so doing. But delicate questions of th 
description are not suited for the int. ts of commerce Re 
keeping, if it is to be carried on wit vod profit, require 
not merely eners perseverance nad ca il. but well-defins 
rules with regard to the ownership nd protection of bee 
These rules would naturally be provided by t Legislatur 
Section 21 of the Larcen Act 186] whicl mposes pen iltie 
upon anyone who | ill steal anv bird. be t or othe) animal 
ordinarily kept inastate of confinement. is of de ubtful appl 
cation, and, in any case, the penal laws relatin to the own 
ship of bees are worthy of more attention than thev have 
hitherto received 
Bigamy and Its Prevention. 

Proressor Hume, in his work on the law of Scotland r 
specting crimes, refers to the case of bigamy where the second 


wife has no knowledge of the former marriage, and points 








out that she is not only nowise blameable, but has been crue 


betraved, and is indeed the chief sufferer on the occasion 


case late tried at the Old Bailey was a remarkable 
tration thi The prisoner, forty-two years of age 
recent mpleted a term of three years’ penal servituds 


entenced for obtaining money unde: 
this 


had been 


notwithstanding 


pretence lle appear experien 
ha had no difficulty in passing himself off as a milli 
from South Africa, and to have borrowed money fro 
ispecting person mo them the father of his 
wite \ ) pied t house where he k loed., The d: p 
1 ri of ent ! on 7) ame acqu unted with the pl 
nine i before tl r marriage, and there can be n 
that miarria ne of those described by the le 
profe ra i foul and infamous act of deceit Tl 
tion has occurred to whether the marriage law « 
ountry ¢ d in any w mended so as to hinder 
perp ition of such a deceit We believe that it 1s the | 
many of the Stat the American Re public to allow 
ns to be married by ver declaration before a justi 
the peace thout an ecurity for order or publicity 
Kit viven great tacilitse tor bigamy, the victin 
re often thout experience o1 advice As to Ens 
' ther | cel or banns or by notice befor: 
trar, no provi 1 made for a preliminary notice 
ne per na ough it would be going too far to req 
t} publicity 1 | case we think it might be expedient ) 
cive the power of directing such a notification to some Pp 
official It is a common complaint by discharged convicts t 
they find it difficult to obtain a respectable livelihood, 
t he omplaint in hardly be reconciled with the eass 
vhich mone ind credit is often obtained by person 
antecedents are wl unknown. ] 


The Military Service Acts. 


(Supplementary Article.) 


THe Prorectep OccUPATIONS ORDER 
A Goop deal nfi n exists in the mind of some 
pi itioners to t tinction between Certified Cla 
Certihed © ipalions, nd the new Protected Oc« 
tions,’ whicl inder the terms of the new Order and Sche 
M.M. 130, dated 28th April, 1917 came into force on t 


theretore se to summarize concise! 


prop 


position ol the various classes (as opposed to 


men) as the result either of the Military Sex 
Army { There five 


exempted 


uncil Instructions are 


principal group 


| 
A ,orn Molde of a Certificate of Ke m ptio | 
thi we mean those men of military age who have obta 
ron Local Tribunal a certificate of exemption permane 
temporary, on one of the six grounds recognized by the 
tatute and the Military Service Regulations made thereun 
In the case of conscripts such a certificate is statutory, and 6 
pt lure yvernll applications for it is contained in 
Statutory Rule ind Orders made for that purpose | 
Local Government Board In the case of attested men tly 
tifvate 1 non-statutory, and does not exempt them 
el e, but mers operates as a lawful excuse. For absence 
ved in the prescribed manner the issue of such 
statutory certificates by Tribunals is made, not unde 
Regulations issued by the Local Government Board, but u I 
Arn Council Instructions, which are similar on near 
poin 
RB Vembe of ** Cs hed Ov matre The **¢ 
Occupation t of a large number of trades certifir 
1 number of Government Department _ after consultatioi 
one another and with the Army Council, as such that me 


of these ocx upations ought not to be taken for service A t 
f ** Certified Oc upations is issued by the Local Govern- 
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ment Board ; the last was issued in February, and another one 
has long been announced as being in preparation. As a rule 
there are conditions as to age, marital status, and grade of 
employment attached to each trade named in the list. The 
member of a certified occupation must apply to a Local 
Tribunal for a certificate of exemption, but he is entitled to 
one as a matter of right provided he satisfies three conditions : 
(1) that he is and was employed in the certified occupation at 
the material date ; (2) that it is his usual and principal employ- 
ment; and (3) that it is in the public interest that he should 
remain so employed rather than engage in military service. 
A conscript applies direct to the Local Tribunal for his certi- 
ficate, whereas an attested man is entitled, under the Army 
Council Instructions, to obtain his certificate from the Military 
Representative without going before the Tribunal. If the 
Military Representative refuses to grant one, the applicant 
can then apply to the Tribunal just in the same way as a con 
script- We need hardly add that in these two cases—attested 
and unattested men—the usual distinction applies, namely, 
that the first class receive a ‘‘ non-statutory,’’ and the second 
class a ‘‘ statutory ’’ certificate. The Regulations as to ‘‘ Cer- 
tified Occupations ’’ are incorporated as a special part in the 
Military Service Regulations (which govern conscripts), and 
the Army Council Regulations (which govern attested men). 
Members of a ‘‘ Certified Occupation ’’ are popularly known 
as ‘‘ starred men.’’ 

C.—IJ ndividuals Certified as Lndispe nsable by a Government 
De partment.—-This class consists of: (1) all those individuals 
in the various branches of the Civil Service regarded as indis- 
pensable by their chiefs ; (2) a large number of men not directly 
employed in the Civil Service, but engaged in work of a public 
nature, who have similarly received certificates of exemption 
from a Government Department—e.y., Heads of Departments 
in the various university colleges as a rule have been granted 
each a certificate of exemption by the Board of Education ; 
and (3) certain eminent men of letters, artists, &c., who are 
granted a similar certificate of exemption by the Army Council 
itselfi—so our information goes—on the ground of the public 
utility of their work. All these “‘ certified individuals ’’ are 
governed by the special rules as regards review and cancellation 
of certificates contained originally in a special Order of the 
Local Government Board relating to Government Depart 
ments, but now incorporated as a special part in the Military 
Service Regulations which control the procedure of Local 
Tribunals. The power to issue these individual certificates 
is contained in section 2 of the first Military Service Act. 

D.—Members of a Special Class for which a special kind 
of Tribunal is set up.—Under the second schedule to the first 
Military Service Act it seems that the Local Government Board 
had power to withdraw certain occupations from the juris- 
diction of the ordinary Local Tribunals and to set up Special 
Tribunals in their case. By section 7 of the second Military 
Service Act it was provided by statute that a Special Tribunal 
of this kind, called a ‘‘ Professional Committee,’’ must. be set 
up in the case of medical practitioners. Such Special 
Tribunals, whether called ‘‘ Professional Committees,’’ 
“Labour Committees,’’ or ‘‘ Port Committees,’’ deal with the 
exemption of all members of the occupations so dealt with 
except when an application for exemption is made onthe ground 
ef ‘‘ conscientious objection.’’ This last application must go 
before the ordinary Local Tribunal for the area in which the 
man resides. So far as we have been able to ascertain, Special 
Tribunals or Committees exist in the case of the following 
occupations: (1) Medical Practitioners, (2) Coal Miners (not 
other miners), (3) Railwaymen, (3) Dock workers, and (5) 
Transport workers, The first class we have just deal with. 
As regards the others, since the Instructions and Regulations 
governing them appear to be confidential, and are not avail- 
able for the public at large, we are not in a position to state 
definitely whether the occupations have been dealt with (1) 
by virtue of the provision in Schedule II. referred to, or (2 
by an order of the Home Office, as a Government Department, 
creating a ‘* Certified Class’’ of such men under the power 





conferred by section 2 of the first Act, or (3) merely by virtue 
of an Army Council Instruction authorizing the issue of 
certificates of exemption in this way. It is possible that each 
one of these three alternative methods of getting the desired 
result may have been adopted in different cases Whichever 
of the three methods is adopted, conscripts and attested men 
respectively would get, as usual, ‘‘ statutory ”’ and ‘‘ non- 
statutory ’’ certificates, with the variation between their respec- 
tive legal positions which this distinction implies. 


E.—MVembers of a ‘‘ Protected Oce u patior 
addition to the four classes of exempted persons just mentioned, 
there was another great group of men exempted—popu- 
larly known as ‘‘ badged’’’ men. These were men who received 
‘“ badges ’’’ and ‘‘ certificates ’’ because they were members of 
a ‘‘ certified class, so certified under section 2 of the first 
Military Service Act either by the Ministry of Munitions, or 
by the Admiralty, or by the War Office. These classes con- 
sisted either of workers engaged on public war-work ; or workers 
employed in private establishments having war contracts, but 
also doing war-work ; or members of some twenty-four trade 


Formerly, in 


unions containing skilled men whose work is regarded as of 
national importance In all these cases the ‘‘ badged ’’ indi- 
vidual received his badge and certificate either from his trade 
union (which could issue a ‘‘ trade card ’’ to every skilled mem- 
ber), or from his employer (who received a certain number of 
badges from the Ministry of Munitions, which he could allo- 
cate at his discretion), or from the recruiting officer. Natur- 
ally such a system led to great abuses and jealousy as between 
the privileged and non-privileged trade unions. Men, too, 
alleged that they were sometimes ‘‘ victimized ’’ by an oppres- 
sive employer, who deprived them arbitrarily of badge and 
exemption, 

Under the new system these ‘‘ certified classes’’ of badged 
men have all been swept away as from 7th May. In their 
place is created the new class of “ Protected Occupations.’’ 
This consists of a lengthy Schedule of Occupations in which 
protection from recruiting is to be granted to men employed 
on ‘‘ Admiralty, War Office or Munitions Work.’’ These men 
will not po sess certificates of exemption, whether statutory o1 
non-statutory They are to receive merely a recruiting 
officer’s card exempting them from being called up a very 
different thing Men formerly badged, but no longer pro 
tected by the new Schedule, will be called up only after con 
sultation with the local representative ot the Admiralty, or 
War Office, or Ministry of Munitions, according as the wat 
work on which they are engaged falls within one or other of 
these three Departments. Apparently, members of a priv 
leged trade union, no longer protected and not engaged on work 
for any of the three Departments, will be called up without any 
such consultation Of course, any ‘‘ debadged ’’ man can now 
apply to his Local Tribunal for exemption provided he has put 
in his application within fourteen days of 7th May, the date 


on which the new Schedule comes into operation. So the 
effect of the new Order, as stated in the first note to the 
Schedule, is that This Schedule supersedes all badges and 


badge certificates, trade cards, and the machinery set up by 
Army Council Instructions No. 2348 of 1916 (the White 
List ’ ) and No. 2406 of 1916, in so far as exemption or pro 
tection from recruiting is concerned Where there is doubt 
as to whether or not a man is within the classes protected by 
the Schedule, the matter is to be referred to a ‘‘ Local Enlist 
ment Complaints Committee, which represents at once the 
workman, employer, and recruiting officer As the scheduled 
occupations extend to over a score of pages, it 1s obviously im 
possible for us to summarize them here, especially as they are 
liable to modification from time to time. We need only add 
that in most cases there is an age-limit (twenty-three or 


twenty-five or twenty-eight or thirty-one 1 the usual 
limit) under which a man is not protected Marriage in itself 
does not confer any special privileges in any occupation In 


some cases protection is exten led to all men who entered their 
occupation before 29th March, 1917, whatever their age. 
But the usual rule is that protection is only conferred on men 
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before the date of the patent. Lopgs, L.J., in the cours 
his judgment, said: ‘‘ The Patent Office is open to the pul 
and any one of the public might have seen these specificatio: 


whether they were proved to have done so or not, in 


} 
I 


patentee to say that he was not aware of a prior user or } 
publication at the time he obtained his patent; otherwis 
was pithily said years ago by a well-known Judge, a 1 


could ‘‘ get a patent for exclusive ignorance instead of 
exclusive knowledge.’’ 


The foregoing remarks indicate some of the many pitfa 


the path of intending patentees, and they are pitfalls w!) 


practically it is impossible to avoid. 


Books of the Week. 


Statutes.—Chitty’s Statutes, Vol. 18. Part IIT., cont 
statutes of Practix il 
LL.M., Barrister-at- Law Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ;tevi 
Sons (Limited). 15s, 


International Law Notes. May. Stevens & Sons (Limit 


Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 1s. 





Correspondence. 


Reprisals. 
Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Report 


Su Referring to your remarks on this subject in a re 
the lew that posterity will take should, I think, 
ing factor Long after the turmoil of this war has 

sided, and when events connected with it can be viewed in 
true perspective, then will be the time for judgment to be | 

é r or not we were justified in resorting to reprisals i 

i The whole matter is now so complex and difficult 
jwigment, especially of those who have been directly affect 
frerman irbarit 1s naturally too much influenced by feelin 


ilm and dispassionate. But this fact does not preclud 
xpression of opinion as to what the verdict of posterity wil 
ind to my mind, that verdict will be a very definite affirmati 


the attitude you have, in conjunction with Sir Edward C 

taken up; it will, [ think, not listen to such a defence as has 
ide, both in the Press and in the House of Lords, of the Fr 
uid, and will emphasise the fact that, where such vital 
ssues were at stake, resort to anything so morally indefensi| 


n of the means to the end to be attained was 

inwarrantable. Further, it might say, and with searching 
there was the best. authority for leaving retribution in 

, Higher than mortal hands. Francis G. St! 


iry, Suffolk 9th May 


Salvation in Numbers. 
] / Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Report 


Sik Has not your paragraphist on Aick vy. Donne (p. 440 
me of the tacts 
he earliest available records of the Christian Chureh p 
far larger aggregate membership than 12. Before the Ascer 


sufficiently numerous to supply above 500 members 
meeting (1 Cor. xv. 6), while in one locality (Jerus 


ne there was a registered assembly of 120 (Acts i. 15), and 
less than six weeks afterwards there were more than 3,000 m« 
Acts ii. 41) there G. A. Ki 

ae a 5th May 

We are obliged for Master King’s communication, and we 
ingly submit to the authority of one whose interest in these n 


3 known At the same time, our remark made 
( looked rather to the beginning than the sudden sp 
( istianity And there has always been a tendency with 1 
people to measure their religious status rather by fervou 
number lhe extreme instance, we believe, is the case 


| Scotswoman who, on being asked who were the elec 


There’s now only Jock and mysel’, and I’m nane sae su 


Jock.”—Ep. S.J.] 


opinion, is immaterial.’’ It is, of course, no defence f 


Utility passed in 1916, with Incorpor 
Enactments and Selected Statutory Rules. By W. H. Acas, M.A., 
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The Registration of Business Names Act, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—I was much surprised when I saw the simple form of 
certificate, and agree with your correspondent “A. F. M.” that 
it might well give the particulars required on registration. 

For the purposes of assisting the public, however, the certificate 
does not seem very material. Section 18, requiring the disclosure 
of the names of partners on all trade catalogues, trade circulars 
showcards and business letters is much more effective 

The registered particulars will enable creditors and 
terested to ascertain the names and addresses of the persons fron 
time to time constituting a firm, 
names in which the business is carried on, and other 
occupations of the partners, will frequently be useful 

Apart from any question of the war, the Act is welcomed by 
many, and might well be extended to include all firms. 

5th May. SADDLER. 


others in 


business 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


FOWLER v. MIDLAND ELECTRIC CORPORATION FOR POWER DIS 
TRIBUTILJN (LIM.). No. 1. 24th and 25th April, 


CoMPANY—DEBENTURE—PAYMENT Orr—No FIxep PLACE FOR PAYMEN' 
—DEATH OF DEBENTURE-H OLDER—DELAY IN REGISTRATION OF PROBATE 
INTEREST RECOVERABLE. 


The holder of a registered debenture not containing any provision 
5 rr any partie ular place jor payment who delays pre senting the 
debenture for payment on Jor some time after the due date, is entitled, 
where oes has been no legal tender, and no default by the holder such 
as keeping out of the way, to recover interest on the principal down to 
the date of actual payment. It is the duty of the borrower to seek the 
creditor and to pay the money without request It is not de fault on 
the part of the executor of a debenture-holder to delay presenting his 
testator’s will for registration. 


Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Eve, J reported ante, 
p. 352), in an action to recover interest on debentures issued by the 
defendant company. The plaintiff's testator, Mary Jane Fowler, was 
the registered holder of eighteen debentures at the time of her death 
Each debenture contained a covenant by the company to repay the prin 
cipal, £100, together with a premium, on 3th June 1913, and interes 
at 45 per cent. half-yearly, and a condition was endorsed thereon thi 
the holder was to have the benefit of an indenture therein mentione: 
by which the assets were charged in tavour of trustees to secure the 
debenture debt and interest. Miss Fowler died on 19th January, 1913, 
but no notice of her death reached the defendants until the follewing 
July, when the warrant for the half year’s interest, payable on 30th 
June, was returned to them by her bankers, with the information that 
she was dead, and that a Mr. Challiner, whose 
was one of her executors. In July the company paid to the trustees 
of the debenture trust deed the sum of £1,845, being the principal 
moneys, together with a premium of £45, and obtained a release from 
them. In October the company wrote to Mr. Challiner informing him 
that they had the uncashed warrant returned by the bank, and were 
holding it in anticipation of receiving probate of the will for registra 
tion. Mr. Challiner replied at once that he had renounced, and that 
the ao was the only executor. Probate was granted to the plain 
tiff on Sth November, 1913, but owing to his having put the bonds away 
and forgotten about them, it was not registered with the company unt 
10th April, 1916. The plaintiff having then claimed the principal wit! 
interest to date, the defendant paid lim interest down to 3Oth June, 
1913, and paid into court in the action the sum of £1,845, with 
£159 10s. 9d.. being the interest earned thereon since that sum was 
paid to the debenture trustees. The plaintiff, however, claimed interest 
at 45 per cent., less tax, on the £1,800 from ve h June, 1913. Eve, J 
gave judgment for the plaintiff for the differe » between £159 10s. 9d 
and that sum, less tax, and made an order for tiie payment to him of 
the moneys in Court. The defendants appealed 

THE Court dismissed the appe al 

Lord Cozens-HARpy, M.R., said it seemed to him to be a very clear 
case. It was said that Miss Fowler was not beneficially entitled, but 
was a trustee for a charity school. On looking at one of the debenture: 
itself, however, it was quite clear from clause 11 that in the event 
of the death of the registered holder, his executors or administrators 
were the only “persons entitled to receive the moneys thereby secured 
The money was payable to her representative, and not to any other tru 
tees appointed by the charity. No communication was made by the com- 
pany to the plaintiff, the executor who ultimately proved the will 
cept in relation to the dividend arrant which had been returned 
the bank. The security was left in a deed box, and did not turn np 
until much later. In 1916 the action was commenced laiming interest 
The defendants admitted liability for capital and interest up to 30th 
June, 1913, but that was all. There was. however. a legal right ander 
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address was given, 


the e Xpress covenant for payment. The Court was invited to say that 


and the information as to other 
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ompany debenture which made the 


there was some peculiarity about a « 
r inapplicable to it. But that was 


ordinary law of debtor and credit 


not so. Whether it was called a bond or debenture, or by any other 
name, there was a clear obligation to pay £1,800 and interest, and the 
liability tf interest ran on unless there had been a tender which had 
not been iccepted, rv there had been some default on the part of the 


plaintiff. His lordshi 


ould see no trace of any such default in the 





present case, and thought there is no obligation on the plaintiff to 

register the probate with the company immediately after it was granted ; 

ill he had to do was to prove title s executor The decision of 

Eve, J., was right; the appeal failed, and must be dismissed with costs. 
BANKES and Warrincron, L.JJ le ered judgment to the same 

effect, the former obser r that tl ompany in 1913 had done nothing ; 

they knew who the creditor i i never asked that probate should 
he registered tegistration vas a convenient practice to adopt, but 
vas not essential.—CouNSEL, ./ yham, K.C., and &. W. Baxter; Clay 

K.¢ if. L. Wright. Sorscrvors, Hawle, Johi & Co., for 
HY DD) t ¢ Liverpool ; Rang Burt & I ‘, for George 
Ll’? B i 

[ t y H. Laxerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.]} 
ie THE PETITION OF RIGHT OF BENJAMIN SMITH & CO. 
No. 1. 3rd May. 

SHIPPING—Bitt or LapInc—CoNnstRucTION—EXcepTion or Loss CAUSED 
By KING'S ENEMIE DEVIATION MILITARY Purpose ’’—SHIP 
Detainep ror Usk as a Storesniep—Loss sy Excertep Peri 

xO} INAPPLICABLE 
( ped ) lustralia honda ‘ r which 
i] ‘ ft} BS vent flies ] rj , j troops 
and Ka / Hut o wi f / qood rere ied by 
/ / lading ea tod liahility used by 
he King s ¢ mag t / 4] / muply 
{/ y (fovel / / require ‘ ( jthing » done b order not 

/ / le / / Ti ‘ ‘ /, ( j ( / tores 

for Egypt 1 4,000 tons of meat for London / por arrival in 

lig pt, ¢ i diese hari ) ) fj 7 th feamer was nt firat 

f ‘ ad ti 4 4 e of OM ” and the rgo gradu dly 

the ‘ / / 4, hetfore th 1 mplete 
i} 00 tons of aw f was put on board to be s lischa ged 
jul / / ] the steame hnally leaving for Lond he was sunk 
hy ne j thy rine 
Held, that the ve el had been detained and used ft meiderable 
time as ¢ toreship, a use not conte iplated hy the tract und: 
which the YOO" mere hipped, and therefore the Government wer not 
excused f liahilit sy / er eplt / i loss caused hy the King’s 
ene 
Appeal of the petitioners from a judgment of Sankey, J. (reported 
| 53 T. L. R. 159 Che petition of right was presented by Benjamin 
smith & Co., merchants, claiming £1,628 value of 50 bales of sheep 
skins shipped at Melbourne for London in the S.S. Marer¢ Phe 
steamer was chartered a transport by the Commonwealth Govern 
ment, in August, 1914, and was thereafter known as A.21 The od 
vel hipped under a | of lading which provided that the steame 
bound for Londo1 l port subject to Government require 
ment It contained exception of the King enemit and 
rest! f princes B iuse 4 liberty was given to proceed to and 
ta il any port or ports in any order or rotation for the purpose ot 
rece ing and/or discharyi ol coals or passengers, or for any 
purpose whatsoever, ithout any liabil ty resting o1 the hip 
nel the round t de Ati There was also a st imped clause 
in the margin providing that, the insulated space in the ship having 
been taken by His Majesty's Government, it should have hberty to 
omply with a orde directions as to departure, arrival, route 
port f ll, stoppag ther e howsoever, given by the Govern 
ment, and anythir done or not done by reason of such order hould 
not be deemed a deviati Th Vare le Melbourne on 21st August 
vith troor horse i und stores for ] gypt and 4,000 ton it meat 
for | dor The ib ent movements and use made of the hip are 
dealt witl the judgment be She left Mudros for London 
fina n 16th Januar md i unk by a (rermar marine neat 

Malta tw day late The py int ! ih med | t} Value 

t | } ! that ptr { t iN enem te 

did not apply, as there had hee! i i deviati is to amount prac 

tically to an abandonn t of the ovage, the Crows tended that 

the v g vas undertaken tor a military object, to Noa other 
by s e subservient and that lause + and the lause in the 
irgin protected the Crown Sanke J " iudgment for the 

( and =the ip} nt ippealed 
Prue Court all | the appea 
Lord Reapine, C.J uid th t t f petition of 

, | li \ ad | ! ( n vealtbh Govern 

ment. | the ist be decided a ding to the ordinary shipping 

, There were emergencl lt a natural cha ter determining the 
tent and purpose of the contract The Mar carried troops 
‘ nd guns pa t of the Aust ian Expeditionary Forces to 

| ~ lid 1! i | aol til loth January nd 

| in tt 1 and k I i (rerun ibmarine The 
} | petit ned ft re er its value 

| ‘ made is that the vas destroyed by the Kin 

nen that thers no doubt But the suppliants said the 

esse] 1 ay destroyed fter she had deviated from the voyage con 
tracted to be ude, and theref the exception did not appl There 
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va u nsistent 


keeping the ship at 
supplied to the t 

deviation within the 
the Government the 
apace clause Bu 
were justified in cet 


liked, and for any pr 


military purpose, but 


appeal must the 


Bankes ard WaArRRI 


effect, the latte: iE 
urrying ship to a 
brought within t 

NW riqnt; Sa } / 


Parker, Garrett if 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
PEACH. Sargant, J. 17th April. 
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rOR FOR COMPENSATION 
ro CARRY ON AGAIN 
CUM PERSONA~-COMPANIE 
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Where an action 


roma naation under 


1908. for untrue atate 


wea director ni ‘ 


d the defend t du 
evidene had heen ta 


the plaintiff fa wry 
/ ve 


on an apy 
Held 1) that 
('ompanies (Consolid 
actio persona moritur ¢ 
yainat the defendant’ s 
Gerson v. Simpson 
2) That sub-sect 
lar tort. there shall he 


of liabwity on contract 


out 4 contract 
would he for aucl 
de fendant durtr 7 / 


Phillips v. Homfra 


This was an app! 


in this action to carry 
The facts were thes 


compensation under 





applic able, if that 


under the bill of lading they had the right 
I r to stay anywhere 


er they wanted her, « 


rit Chere were Tact 


seemed vital Fror 
irted ywiy il ha 
ent to Imbro ant 
the 1 ‘ bet 

ith 150 t t 


and then 300 furthe 
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because the ship 
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nust ak at t 
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that t t 
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ght againat a dire 
B4 of the ¢ 


yrroapect ft/ 


. . f 
of which the plaintiff 
the action wu 4 
ar order ; “ sbsequ 
weedings against t} 
j tha rder, 
pen fion under 


ic?. 1908 2a welion in tort 


ersona yp ve s to it. and itd 


or 
05,2 A. B. 197 P} 
’ pro te tha n t/ 
; nirihul u 
not heu the 7 } 
nm ag 
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or could he traced after his death to his assets 


1908, §he plaintiff alleging that he had ight 


DURIN 





of which the defendant was a director on the faith of untrue statements 
in @ prospectus of the company, and ‘that he had. sustained loss and 
damage thereby. While this action was in course of beimg tried the 
detondant dred, and the case was adjourned, and the plaintiff obtained 
an order to carry on the action against the defendant's executor 
defendant. Counsel for the defendant's executor argued that th 
maxim acttv personalis moritur cum persona applied here, and that 
the defendant's executor was not liable in respect of the deceased's 
tate except in so far as the deceased had actually benefited and t! 
m such transaction could be traced afte: 
death among his assets 
SARGANT, J., after stati 


the facts, said : The question argued 


this case is whether the action survived the death of the defenda 
If it had been an action for deceit, it is clear that, apart from the 
estate having benefited by the defendant’s conduct, the action would 


not have survived : see crurney Vv. Peek (1873, L. R.6 H. L. 377) But 
the question remains whether the same principle applies in the case of 
+ new statutory liability. The question was left open in /rankenburg 

Great Horseless Carriage Co. (1900, 1 K. B. 504). But later, in 
case of Gerson vy. Simpson (1903, 2 K. B. 197), an action for compensa 
tion under section & of the Act, and also under the general law, Lord 
Hals} iry, C., thought the whole liability was in tort. The resu 
f the earlier part of the section is not to alter the nature of the offer 
in respect of which the director was to be liable, but to render pro 
of the offence more easy Sub-section 4 does not shew that the liabilit 
vas one arising out of contract, but on the other hand it meant to p1 
ide that, in the case of this particular tort, there should be the right of 
contribution which existed in respect of liability on contract. here 
sttaches.to this particular tort, although it arises under the statut 
the ordinary incidents of non-statutory torts. Apart from the question 
of the estate of the defendant being benefited, | must hold that t! 
action does not survive. Any evidence of such benefit is that the 
defendant has received directors’ fees and indemnity fees, but this evi 
dence does not justify the conclusion that there is property which 
the defendant's lifetime could have been recovered from him, and which 
could be traced after his death to his assets : see Phillips v. Homfray 
(ubst supra, at p. 454). The action must be dismissed, but without costs 

CounseL, Gore-Brown, K.C., and Joseph Ricardo; Douglas Hogq; 
F’. G. Enness. Sovicrrors, for plaintiff, Jennings & Son; for defendant, 
G. ¢ W hadcoat 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrieter-at-Law.] 





BROADBENT v. ROTHERHAM CORPORATION. Astbury, J. 
19th April. 

LocaL -GOVERNMENT—DEMOLITION ORDER—APPLICATION FOR POSTPONE 
MENT—UNDERTAKING TO ReparR—REeFUSAL TO ENTERTAIN SPECIFICA 
rions—Hovsinea, Town PLANNING, &C., Act, 1909 (9 Eb. 7, c. 44), 

l SUB-SRCTION 3 

Where an owner vf prope rly applied for postpone ment of the opera 
tion of a demolition order made under section 18 of the Housing, Tow) 
Planning, &c., Act, 1909, and stated that she was prepared to put the 
prope rty in order, and that the matter had been gone thoroughly into 
hy her architect, and her buidder had been instructed to prepare specif 

fions. and the rporat on, on the advice of their medical officer oO; 
health that the premises were incapable of heing made fit for hun 
habitation, bona fide refused the owner’s application, and did not allow 
her to submit specifications or allow their officer of health to meet her 
architect, 

Held, on an application by the owner for an injunction to restrain 
orporation from carrying out the demolition, that there had been 
proper exetcise of their discretion by the corporation under sub-sec 
3) of the said section 18, and that the wmyzunction must accordingly 
be granted 


f n 
[his was an action for an injanetion to restrain the defendant 


poration trom proceeding to enforce or carry out the demolition orders 
until they had heard and determined according to law the plaintiff's 


ipplication for postponement of the carrying out of the orders. In 
March, 1914, the defendant corporation, acting under the Housing 
Town Planning, &e., Act, 1909, s. 17, made closing orders on hou 
belonging to the plaintiff's predecessor in title as being unfit for hun 
tbitation. In July, 1914, the closing orders were confirmed by t 


Local Government Board on appeal. In May, 1915, the defendant 
poration duly made the demolition orders under section 18. The owner 
forthwith applied for postponement of the operation of the demoliti 
rders under section 18, sub-section 3, which provides that ‘If any 
vyner undertakes to execute forthwith the works necessary to render 
the dwelling-house fit for human habitation, and the local authority 
onsider that it can be so rendered fit for human habitation, the lo 
authority may, if they think fit, postpone the operation of the order f 
such time not exceeding six months as they think sufficient for givir 
the owner an opportunity of executing the necessary works.’’ The own 
tated that she was prepared to put the property in order, that her 


irchitect had gone into the matter, and her builder had been instructed 


to prepare specifications and tender for the work, which would be 


tarted forthwith. She asked the defendants to state if they accepted 


the specifications when received, and to allow their officer of heal 
to meet her architect on the premises, as it would be a great pity to pu 
the houses down The defendant corporation were advised by the 


‘+ 


ficer of health that these houses were incapable of being mad: 
r human habitation, and bond fide refused the owner’s applicati 
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without allowing her to submit her specifications or allowing her archi 
tect to meet their officer of health, and accordingly the owner brought 
this action. 

Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said : As the defendant corpora 
tion have refused the owner’s application for postponement without 
giving her an opportunity of presenting her case or considering her pro 
posed plans and specifications, and has merely decided ex parte that th 
houses are incapable of being made fit for human habitation so that it 
was useless to consider any plans or specifications, there has been no 
proper exercise in this case of their discretion under section 18, sub-se: 
tion 3, and the injunction must accordingly be granted.—CounseL, Hon 
Frank Russell, K.C., and Randolph Glen; Micklem, K.C., and G. F 
Mortimer. Sortctrors, for plaintiff, Pitman d& Sones Chambers a 
Sheffield ; for de fendants, Smith, Rundell. d« Dods, for Charles / 
des Forges, Rotherham. 

[Reported by L. M 


for 


Sones, 


Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.) 





. . 

Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 

. * > 
I Jivision. 
STONE v. STONE AND OSBORNE. Hill, J: 23rd April. 
Divorce—HvussBanpd’s Svuit—Decree or RESTITUTION OF CONJUGAL 

RicHTs OBTAINED BY WIFE AND Nor CoMPLIgp wiTH By HUsBAND— 

STATUTORY DESERTION BY HUSBAND—DISCRETION OF COURT EXERCISED 

in Favour or tHe Hussanp—Matrimontaz Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 

21 Vict. c. 85), s. 31. 

1 husband and wife agreed to separate, though a de ed of separation 
was not executed. The wife subsequently obtained a decree of resti- 
tution of conjugal rights, which the husband did not conuply with, and 
he was therefore guilty of statutory desertion. The wife afterwards com- 
mitted adultery, and the husband presented this suit for dissolution of 
The Court, under the circumstances, exercised ifs discre 
31 of the Matrimonial 
the dissolution of 


the marriage. 
tion in favour of the petitioner under sec 
Causes Act, 1857. and granted him a decree 
his 

This was the petition of George Frederick Stone for a divorce from 
his wife, Fanny Mary Lutley Stone, on the ground of her adultery 
with William Wilfred Osborne. The parties were married on 6th 
October, 1900, at Eastbourne; they lived together at East Grinstead, 
and there was one child, issue of the marriage. In July, 1907, they 
went to live at Staines, where there were frequent quarrels, and the 
wife complained of the husband's friendship with another woman. In 
April, 1908, the husband took a business at Hampstead, and they 
agreed to live apart. A deed of separation was drawn up, but never 
executed. In Januaty, 1909, the wif obtained a decree of restitution 
of conjugal rights, which the husband had not complied with, but the 
wife had never attempted to get an order for. periodical payments 
against the husband, or to take any further steps in the matter of any 
kind. The wife had subsequently lived with the co-respondent from 
July, 1914, to January, 1917, and had nad a child by him. The peti 
tioner had not brought this suit before ing to want of means. The 
suit was undefended 

Hitz, J., in the course of 
I ought to grant a decree. 
with the co-respondent in the year 1914, 
sider are these: First of all, there is a 


fign 


nisi for 


marriage 


his judgment, said: I think in this case 
[I have no doubt about the wife’s adultery 
The questions I have to con 
small matter of delay on the 


part of the petitioner, because he knew of the adultery, he says, in 
1915, and he did not bring his petition till January, 1917. I think the 
petitioner has explained that very well, and I believe him. I there- 
fore accept that it was owing to want of means, and it is sufficiently 


accounted for. Then comes the last question, which is really a difficult 
question, whether the husband ought to be refused the granting of 
his decree because he has legally deserted his v . inasmuch as an order 
for restitution of conjugal rights was made in 1909, and was not obeyed 


ife 


by him. Now I think it is quite clear that, though the wife obtained 
an order, there was no real and active anxiety on her part that the 
parties should live together again. He met her from time to time 
She was on the stage at any rate part of the time. She was apparently 
supporting herself, and was supported partly by her husband. She 


presently comes into some money from her father, and there does not 
seem to me to be at any time any pressure by her to get him to obey 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Judicial Committee of the Privy 


Council. 


“THE STANTON ” (Cargo ex). 27th February ; 22nd March. 











the order. Secondly, I do think that the separation has really 
conduced to the adultery. At the time at which she committed adultery 
she was in receipt of something like £300 a year. I think it was said 
that inherited it from her father, and therefore want of means 
cannot have led to it I find it very difficult—in fact, T find it 
possible—under these circumstances to say that the fact that the hus 


not 


she 
im 


band is not living with his wife, and has refused to obey the order, 
is any justification at all for the wife committing adultery, or can be 
regarded as the cause I think, therefore, applying the same prin- 


Vulley and Shaw (53 


ciple as was applied in the case of Mulley v. 
not withstand 


Sorictrors’ JourNAL, 469), I am justified in saying that 
ing the fact of legal desertion by the husband, I should properly exer- 
cise the discretion which rests with me to sav that he is entitled to his 
divorce Therefore I pronounce a decree nisi.—Counset, Bayford 
Sorictrors. Gard, Lyell, 4: Co 

[Reported by C. G. Tatsor Ponsonsy, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Prize LAW—CLamMm to Goops—Securiry ror Costs PRIz} COouRT 
Ruies, 1914, Orv. 18, r. 2 
Ord 18 i the Pri C'ourt Jul of 1914, which deala with coats and 
eecurity for ¢ 8, provides as follows Rule Any person instituting 
1} evding ther than a cause for condemnation, or making a claim, 
and bei ig linardy resident out of the qurisdiction of the Court, may 
b fered ( jive sequrity for coats, though he may he te mporarily 
within the jurisdiction of the Court, and the proceedings may 
he staued unt h ae fy ia given Rule 3: In any cause in which 
/ q 4 e a ty shall be of such amount, and be given 
f ich time and in such manner or jorm, as by bond, payme nt into 
C urt theru the judas hall direct (foods consiqned to the 
claimant. a Swed subject resident at. Gottenburg, were seized on 
hoard Swedish hip in the port of Bristol. On a summons asking 
that 4] el ant hould he ordered to qive security under ord. 18, 
r. 2, of the Prize Court Rules, the summona wae adjourned, the 


appellant being ordered to file his claim and evidence. Later. no evi- 
denat having been filed on behalf of the Crown, Sir Samuel Evans, P., 
made an order that the claimant should give security within twenty-eight 
sum of £100, and that the claim should be stayed until auch 
equrity should be given or further order of the Court. 

Held, that the discretion conferred by the rules upon a judge in Prize 
judicial discretion, and that the such discretion 
had heen prope rly exercised by the learned President 

Exercise of the Judge's discretion as laid down by the rules considered 
and explained 

Appeal, by sy leave, from an interlocutory order made by the 
President of the Admiralty Division (in Prize), ordering the appellants, 
as claimants, to give security within twenty-eight days for the costs 
of His Majesty’s Procurator-General in the sum of £100, and that the 
claim should be stayed until such security should be given or further 
order of the Ce The appellant, C. M 


days in ?t/ 


was a in pr ese nt case 


special 


yvurt, and refusing leave to appeal 


Lindvall, was a Swedish subject carrying on business at Gottenburg as 
+ wholesale dealer in Colonial produce, under the style of Lindvall & 
Helmer. On 27th January, 1916, the Procurator-General issued a writ 


Cla ming condemnation of about £800 worth of pork shipped by Swift & 
Co., of Chicago, in the Swedish vessel Stanton, consigned to the appel 
li and seized in the port of Bristol. A summons was 
thereupon issued asking that the appellant might be required to give 
security under ord. 18, r. 2, of the Prize Court Rules. The summons 
was adjourned, the appellant being ordered to file his claim and evi 
dence. On 16th October, 1916, no evidence having been filed on behalf 
f the Crown, the President made the order now appealed from 


int at Gottenb irg 


The appeal was heard before Lords PARKER, SUMNER, PARMoonr, Sir 
WaALtTerR PHILLIMORE, Bart ind Sir Arruuvr CHANNELI 
Lord PARKER, in giving the opinion of the Board dismissing the 


said that 
2 and 3 of order 


appeal, it turned entirely upon the trne meaning and effect 


of rules 18 of the Prize Court Rules, 1914 It should 


he noticed that by order 45. in cases not provided for by the rules, the 
old practice in prize pro eedit &s was to be followed and in considering 
the question at issue on t ippeal it was both legitimate and useful 
to refer to the former practice The last statute dealing with the 
matter is the Naval Prize A 1864 sy section 23 all claimants in 

for condemnation vere required to give security for 


two 


not 


reasons 
generally 


remarkable for 
was 


That was 


costs in a im of £60 
F proceedings 


ndemnation 





ordered to costs unless he put forward a frandulent or 
unjustifiable claim Secondly, a claimant was, at any rate up to the 
preliminary hearing, in the position of a defendant rather than a 
plaint ff. the onus pr handi till then, at any rate, resting with the 
captor Nevertheless, he was required to give security Under these 
circumstances, rules 2 and 3 of order 18 must be looked upon as relaxing 


in favour of claimants the rights with regard to security for costs which 
the Crown or the captors who represented the Crown possessed under 
the earlier practice. Claimants ordinarily resident out of the jurisdic 
+5 f the + urt may ven th ugh temporarily resident within such 
jurisdiction, be ordered to give security in such manner and amount as 
the judge might direct Whatever might be the precise meaning of the 


* the present claimant 
jurisdiction, 


“within the jurisdiction of the Court 


certainly did not ordinarily reside within such and there 


for President had power to make the order appealed from The 
discretion conferred by the rules upon a judge in Prize was a judicial 
discretior Neither the merits of the claims as they appear from the 
evidence filed. nor the onus prohandi having regard to such evidence, 


lordships’ opinion, the determining factors in considering 


vere, in tneir 

whether the discretion had been properly exercised. The object of the 
rules appeared to be this : persons ordinarily resident within the juris- 
diction usually had property within the jurisdiction against which 
process of execution would lie should they be ordered to pay costs. 


These, therefore, need not be required to give security. Persons ordi- 
narily resident out of the jurisdiction had, as a rule, no property within 
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the jurisdiction, and might be ordered to give security, but if some \ledway to Rochester bridge, and the whole of the River Swale from t 
thing more thar e were proved, su r instance, that he had ght on Queenborough spit to Columbine spit buoy Attentio: 
property within the riad it id to a mt | drawn to the necessity of shipowners and charterers satisfying then 
the idy | tied ler a th rceum Ives that no Neutral Aliens are on board vessels sent to the R 
tan mad t ject the rule Medway and Swale 

ry ‘ i? ceasf claim . 
heir - a 1 . : , etal - a me S , mot ; [1f1.—With a view to safeguarding the interests of shipping in 
> a rete "9 off of P oiied wepetee nal anal inity of Harwich, no vessel, either British, Allied, or Neutral, 
f= \ t} iif ‘ "tes hond tide right In th ai l vithin the area west of a line joining the following positions 
in incre diffi 10 its 1e¢ p 

their lord tisfied that. in 1 the order appealed a) Lat. 52° 08’ N., long. 1° 41’ E. 
f) ‘ P ; ] matter hich he ught to } ‘ (6) Lat. 52° 02’ N.., long 1° 42’ E 

nsidered ht t to have i red Sunk Light-Vessel 
It wed ‘ uppell riled, and the appea ‘) Sunk Head Buoy 
ld bed ; Cor gL. f ellant, Le Queens ; 7 
ine the seanondant oi ‘ ..0. end 1 Wright. SoLicrrors I t in the case of a vessel trading with Netherlands ports 
Botterell & Poche: The Tre ry Solicitor. iy enter the area to the Westward of the Sunk Light-Vessel, in 

in ae te © a Siem Geen ea mu ite v ith the Sunk Pilot-Vessel, to embark or disembar} 
pRepertes by SSsEINs Ses writer atiaw.) pi should the Pilot Vessel be on her Pilot Station within the area 
the tin 
=_ = Any | contravening the foregoing reguiation will run the gravest 
risk of being sunk. 
New Orders, &e. The London Gazette of 8th May contains the following : 
. 3 . sites 6. A For n Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 
( ounty Courts. May that ertain additions have been mo to the list published is 
SUMMER VACATION supplement to the London Gazette of 11th December, 1916, of perso! 

Tine office of a1 _s wh soa tes ed dus » neviod ned hom articles to be exported to Siam may be consigned. 
more than fourteen d i part of August or September, 1917, but A Notice, dated 4th May, that appointments have been made t 
provision shall be mad ¢ direction of the jud f tendar Appeal Tribunals under the Military Service Acts as follows :—Counties 
at the office ! uch ot ia duri il ind for i of Southampton and the Isle of Wight (2). 
business as he may t! n ordet oan NCON VENICE 8. An Army Council Order, dated 3rd May (printed below), relating 

Nothir . Ord PI to th 1) Re tries of Liver to dealings in Timber ‘ 

mm Mar r, Pr 1 fy : 
' B rd Lord ( nes 9. A Notice, dated 7th May, that the following Orders have been 
S | a ( LIDDELL, made by the Food Controller The Freshwater Fish (Ireland) Order 
Assistant Se tar 25th April, 1917; the Seed Potatoes (Prices) Order (No. 3), Oth Ap: 
7th May, 1917 17 (printed below 
- We also print below the*Maize, Barley, and Oats (Restriction) Order, 
rT 1917. dated 2ne ‘ 
[rade Boards Act, 1909. ee : ' 
And by the Oat and Maize Products (Retail Prices) Order, 19 
CONTRACT BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES vhich wa sued on Wednesday, und comes into force on 21st May 

Notices hoes ed 1 the 7 pis rade Board t xximum retail price of 4d. per lb. is fixed for maize flour, maize m¢ 
Britait the 1 n rat f f 1 by them for nd other like products, and a maximum price of 54d, per II 
und femal ra B j rned \ itmea ed oats, and flaked oats ] 
similar not ! | I s} \I I le Board (G 
Brita ! nt f if rkers - 

The minin i | t ve vce blig , 
order of thi Min 3 Lal snd section 7-0f 1 Prade ; wide Act, New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
1909, is t re é ! in emp 
may gi ritter t Trade B i} t minimum ra ORDER IN COUNCIL 
} 1s been fi l ha i ate hould 1} Re il 
ol inane Bat one ' , / tract involvir It hereby ordered that the following amendments be made in t! 
emypd fiow Af f he given hy Defence f the Realm Regulations : 
, nt j I, 
age . j D / sa ( y he Cultivation of Land. 

It is ther resent tin ' 1. In Regulation 2m, after paragraph (t), the following paragrap! 
th prac ur ! y I ’ Auth ties nserted 

ld t : t hether vhon Where, in the opinion of the Board, any land is injured 
proposed : na ! 1 noti be injured by flooding or inadequate drainage which might 
Frade Board he remedied wholly or partially by the exercise of powers which a1 

In ca fd t I na bta ed rved by any general or lo al Act. or by any award made und 
Off I iB ! i I Wt 4 Act r by any Commission of Sewers, and which are not be 

1 or in the opinion of the Board are being insuffi ‘ 
4 . , 1, exercise any such power and also any power conferred 
War Orders and Proclamations, Xc. l Act or award or iiaieieaion for poe A the expens 

The / ( th M irred or for any purpose incidental to the exercise of any 

io R il ! i i iM ! B 1 : 
p. 44 In I tion (9) of t same regulation for the words and 

Se ; ; iM there sh be substituted the words (*) and (7) and at the end 

er Ma ! that sub-sect there shall be inserted the words “‘ and sub-section 
Defer : Re Re ' this regulation so far as the powers conferred by paragraphs (/ 

» AN Ord been 1 Board of Trade } 1 hereof are concerned, and sub-sections (5), (6), and (11) of t 

ler tl Trad I Bs \ \ 1916, requiri | regulation sha ipply to Ireland, with the substitution of the Dey 
noth he I lon | ! Wor ( Limited Pa | nt of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, for 
Pott L ! N } l up. | total to 444 Board of Ag ulture and Fisheries, and of section fifty-eight 

4 An A ( Ord lated \ 11 ' | Drainage (Ireland) Act, 1842, for section fourteen of the Land Drai 

ae ! Aly \S Act, 1847, and with the omission of the references to the Food Contr 
: ind to Commissions of Sewer but save as aforesaid this regu! 

) An Adi N Ma ers, N 144 r 191% hall t extend to Ireland 
\ ! \ + thi i elled ! t | ' h Char 
N Sea Si rn Portior h Rive I d Medw d 2. After Re i 1 We, the following regulation shall be inserted 

mroacnes >] ‘ al ? +? 
at = ' ' R it onsae Restriction on Tranafer of Interests in Mines. 

IT All we , ' Ry oe eS - J50BB \ rerson shall not without the consent of the Board 
of the A 1 Na hited f1 in Witenes seed rr ude transfer or agree to transfer to or for the benefit of ana 
Swale rivers / r a foreign controlled company any interest in any mine to whi 

: ; this regulation applies, or any share, stock, debenture, or ot! 

x J - naorg Rage ae _ prohibite trom the Medway a d security issued by any company owning such a mine, or accept 
British hips or bare “ - 4 ay . a oe oot te oe arene —> i lati 

soi bit ‘ oa pa rs or part of Trew ; the limits of t If a person acts in contravention of this regulation he shall be 

- bited area are def 1 as from the Outer Bar buoy in the River ty of a summary offence against these regulations 
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For the purposes of this regulation the expression ‘‘ foreign 
controlled company "’ means any corporation 
(a) where the majority of the directors or persons occupying the 
position of directors, by whatever name called, are not British 
subjects ; or 
(6) where the majority of the voting power is in the hands of 
persons who are not British subjects, or who exercise thei 
voting powers directly or indirectly on behalf of persons who 
are not British subjects ; or 
(c) where the control is by any other means whatever in the hands 
of persons who are not British subjects ; ot 
(d) where the executive is a foreign controlled company, or where 
the majority of the executive are appointed by a foreign 
controlled company. 


The mines to which this regulation applies are mines situated in the 
United Kingdom from which any ores of the following metals are 
extracted, that is to say, copper, lead, tin, tungsten, zinc, or any other 
metal which may hereafter be added by order of the Board of Trade 

2nd May. ; 


Alpaca, Mohair, Camel-hair, Cashmere and 
Goat’s-hair. 


ARMY COUNCIL ORDER. 
War Office, 

30th April, 1917 

In pursuance of the powers conferred on them by the Defence-of the 

Realm Regulations the Army Council hereby order as follows : 

No person shall from the date hereof buy or sell or offer to buy or 

sell any alpaca, mohair, camel-hair, cashmere or goat’s-hair, except 

under permit issued by or on behalf of the Director. of Army Con- 
tracts. 

By Order of the Army Council, 
hk. H. Brade. 


Timber. 


ARMY COUNCIL ORDER. 
War Office, 
3rd May, 1917. 
In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council do hereby order as fol 
lows ° 
No timber purchased in Russia prior to the first day of January 
1917, shall be sold or offered for sale otherwise than to the Director 
of Timber Supplies or to persons duly authorized on his behalf or 
at prices exceeding by more than ten per cent, the price at which 
the said timber was purchased by the present owner thereof, provided 
that nothing herein contained shall have reference to any Timber now 
in stock in the United Kingdom. 
By Order of the Army Council, 
R. H. Brad 





Control of Soft Wood. 


The Secretary of the War Office announces that the Army Counc! 
have taken possession of all stocks of imported soft wood held b 
merchants and agents in the United Kingdom of 250 standards and 
upwards 


} 


r animal sumption a) No person shall after the 9th May, 1917, 
treat any maize, barley or oat ” any product obtained from 
maize. barle r oat ra irt ontaining maize barley or oats or 
taining any such product except for the purposes permitted by this 
iu 
4) The permitted purposes are seed, human and animal food and the 
manufa ture of articles of food, but do not include the manufacture of 
giucos 


mt 
Phis clause shall not apply to such products and articles as on the 
9th May, 1917, are unfit to be used in human of animal food 

2. Tap No person shall after the 9th May, 
1917, use or treat any tapioca, sago, manioc or arrowroot for any purpose 


except for human food or in the manufacture of articles suitable for 
human food 


, de., for human food.) 


5. S ( Any person authorized by the Food Controller may take 
samples of any cereal, or other article which he has reason to suspect is 
being used or treated or is intended to be used or treated in contra 
vention of this Order 

1. Penalty [f any person acts in contravention of this Order or aids 
r abets any other person, in doing anything in contravention of this 
Order, that person is guilty of a summary offence against the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, and if such person is a company every director 
ind officer of the company is also guilty of a summary offence against 


+} | 
hose regulations unless he proves 


that the contravention took place 
ithout his knowledge or consent 


. Titl f Order } This Order may be ited as the Maize, Barley 
and Oats (Restriction) Order, 1917 ’ 


2nd May Devonport, Food Controller. 


Food Economy. 
URGENT NEED FOR SELF-SACRIFICE 
The following official stateme 
Food Controller ;: 
As misapprehensions appear to have arisen, the Ministry of Food 


desires to make clear the following facts 
l. The organization required for th 


nt was issued on the 3rd inst by the 


ompulsory rationing of the 


United Kingdom, either by the issue of bread card r other means, 
innot be completed until the middle of July. 

2 Che necessity for putting the ma hinery of that organiZation into 
motion may not even arise then if the public toy lly observe the 
xhortation of the King untarily to reduce their consumption of 

i by not less than one-fourtl 

In ther word hile the army necessary to enforce compulsory 
ravi . be organized and mobilized with all possible speed and 
thor hness, and while nothing is being left to chance, it rests entirely 


ith the pul is to whether or not that army will be called into active 
ervice Within the next eight weel the publi in decide for them 
n | compulsory rationing in the near 

future The issue depends solely upon the degree of loyal self 
rifice exhibited b every man vomatr and child in the United 


Committee on Suspended Contracts. 





within seven days a return of such | 
Montague Meyer | 
obtained from the 
Tothill-street 


Stockholders are required to make 
stocks to the Government timber buyer, Mr. 
Palmerston House, E.C., on a form which may be 
Director of Timber Supplies, A.D.T.S.1., Caxton House, 
Westminster, S.W. 1 


The Seed Potatoes (Prices) Order (No 3), 1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by Regulations 2+ 
and 2s of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and of ali othe 
powers enabling him in that behalf, the Food Controller hereby order 
as follows : 


1. The date the 1st June, 1917, shall be substituted for the 
date the 1st May, 1917, in Articles 2 and 4 of the Seed Potator 
(Prices) Order (No. 2), 1917 [ante, p. 401], and the divers Orders 
referred to in such Articles shall take effect accordingly 

2. This Order may be cited as the Seed Potatoes (Prices) Orde 
(No. 3), 1917 


30th April Devonport, Food Controller 





The Maize, Barley and Oats (Restriction) Order 
1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by Regulation 2rF of 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and of all other powers enabling 
him in that behalf, the Food Cor troller hereby orders that exce pt under 
the authority of the Food Controller the following regulations shall he 
observed by ‘all persons concerned 


The Secretary of tl Pre-War Contracts Committee announces that 
t} Committee. under the sirmanship of Lord Buckmaster, which 
has been appointed by the Board of Trade to consider and report on 
t} position of British manufacturers and merchants after the war in 

pect { t tered into by them prior to the war with persons 

mpanie n th United Kingdom or we Allied or neutral countries 
} il fi nt of hich has been pre ented or impeded by the war, 
and as to the measures f a which are necessary or desirable in 
this respect ha le il ts sittings and is ready to receive evidence 
upon the question hich arise der their terms of reference 

TI ho desire to tender ¢ ler hould communicate with the 


Secretarv. Mr. L. F. C. Darby. at the Board of Trade, 7, Whiteh 
gardens, London, S.W.1 Where possible, such mmunications should 


be made through their Chamber f Commerce or Trade Association 
Speaking generally the Committee desire to hear witnesses who can 

give evidence of general application to large bodies of traders or who 
ik to contracts of magnitude To save disappointment, it should 


} borne in mind that the duty of the ( nmittee is not to advise on 
or t redress personal grievance or remedy individual k but to 
nsider broad prit inles by the application of hich difficulties of 


eneral applicat mav he over me 


LORD SHAW'S JUDGMENT ON THE HABEAS CORPUS 
AND ON THE VALIDITY OF REGULATfONS.— Solicitors 
interested in the above will find a very full report of Lord Shaw’s 
judgment msisting of ibove six columns, in the issue of Common Sense 
for 5th May ? mie in be obtained from the Manager, 4, Essex- 


treet. Strand, W.¢ » post free Lhd ADVT.) 





l. Maize, barley and oate to be used only for seed or human 
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Societies. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


Hereford R. ( N \\ \ mry 
1W. M. Wa { t he n 4 re made 
1 dese | ral in ty ted 
Law Association, 
I lin | t 
Mr. A. FE. Prid Dhe | rs pr 
wr. J. H. ¢ | I E. E. Bird, Mr. N. ¢ 
| W | | { I I lr. PL J Ma 
ecretar I I | | \ Lu t i 
deser I ! it { 


Aen 





It’s War-trme, But—Don’t Foroert 


Tus Mrippiesex Hosprrar 


Its RESPONSIBILITIgs ARe GREAT AND MUST Bp Met 


violations of international lav 


Jurist,’ 
Objections might, of course, be made to them as unlikely to produc: 


correspondent are no 


their hoped-for effect, or as repugnant to our feelings of humanity or 


honour They are not illegal 
Oxford, 4th May T. E. Hottanp 
S My friend Professor Holland says in the letter you publis} 
t lav that th ntroversy as to the k gitimacy of the recent atta 
Freiburg tends to stray into irrelevancies.’’ That is quite true, and 
1 ex my le My protest had nothing to do 
t ind varying and transitory collection of equivocal rules a 
entions which are called international law. This is not a quest 
but one of Christian ethics. Professor Holland and “ Jurist 
may be right in saying that our raid Qpon Fréiburg was not illegal 
the sense that it was a violation of international law. I did not sa 
, [ protested against it as a disgrace to our arms, and a violation 
far higher in their authority and sanction than any which can be 
lad by a Hague Convention Professor Holland says, ** objecti 
night be made to such reprisals as unlikely to produce the hoped-f 
effect t repugnant to our feelings of |} manity or honour.”’ TI 
the ol ti vhich I made. and hia letter contains no answer to it 
re house, Staines. 7th May EpWaARp CLARK: 


Sir,—If my friend Sir Edward Clarke will glance again at my lett 

f Monda } ll, I think, cease to be surprised that it contains 

ur rt ! ensure fror in ethical standpoint of our treatment of 
Freibnt My object was merely to indicate the desirability of keepir 
the questior hether acts of the kind are in violation of internatior 


which T answered in the negative) distinct from questions, whi 








I cata ied, as to their practical inutility, with which some of your 
Y lents have occupied themselves, or their repugnancy to feelin: 
f r and humanity with which Sir Edward has dealt exclusi 
\ d ission of political expediency or of high morals would ha 
een be le} purpose 
It ut that Sir Herbert Stephen should to-day speak of 1 
t f tl 7th as a defence of the aerial bombardment of Frei 
I her attacked nor defended the bombardment, but, solely in t} 
terest thinking, indicated the desirability of keeping distinct 
t t e | t f view fron vhich the topic may he regarded, VIZ 
international law: 2. of practical utility : 3, of morality and honor ( 
Oxford, 9th May , r. E. Horiann 
, 
. . 
Criminal Law Amendment. 
r) ng letter fr Mr. Cecil Chapman appeared in the 7 
I la 
_ I ( ernmet! proposing to substitute for punishment 1 
| pportunity of reformation in the case of girls up to the 
i f hteer ho hay heen convicted of solicitation on the streets 
r} t s hei represented by certain opponents of tl ' 
‘ g ng magistrates the opportunity of punishing girls 
} n tted 1 rime by compulsory detention for three veal 
| ire equivalent to prison, upon the evidence of a si ( 
emat t it attempting to punish, reform, or inconvenience ‘ 
| ner mm an immor transaction Ivnorance upon the subi 
| titut nad the ‘ lealir vith it 1 ©» vreat that | 
| f trutl ' I am told, found many believers, so tl . 
f ‘ rious dat of its jeopardizing the passing of Clause | 
} t} reason I should fe reatly obliged by your publishin ; 
na | 
lL. The evidence of a ey ceman is limited to the girl's cond 
’ pat ular wl 
T} é lence upon which alone 1 girl might he sent to a } 
extended to the reumstances and habits of her life for a consideral 
re d. and can only be obtained from herself, her relations, friend 
el bours. or as iate The evidence of the single policemar 
lu d effaced by the larger inquiry t 
| ’ f s tation is brought to notice as a my ! 
fl tl f | it order, but the habit or life or pr t a 
t wor ‘ ! radi i «disastrous means of earning a livelil ! 
la nee if € r there vas one ind a danger to the stat 1 
P 1 ht-minded person must desire to prevent a qirl f \ 
nuin i 
1 The n ted is hardly a partner in an immoral transacti 
' | hat tl oir harged upon the proof that he resented | a 
Ter 1. much ve all desire the equal treatment of | 5 
v6 no reasonable person can deny that to earn your living by pre , 
tution is « ntially different from an occasional act of immorality | f 
1 ns of either sex who earn their living by honest labour . 
he vs to which such convicted girls mav be committed ought " 
be i ery particular unlike a prison, and the period of the l, 
detention would not be for three years, but for such a time up to th: 2 
age of nineteen as may be found necessary to establish in them a hal , 
of industrv and so train them that they may return as quickly " h 
possible to the world outside, with a chance of maintaining themselves 





in an honest and self-respecting way. 
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6. Such detention for the purpose of saving girls from a. life of 
prostitution ought to be welcomed by all followers of Josephine Butler 
because it is the exact antithesis ef detention under the Contagious 
Diseases Acts of evil memory. 

Ceci, CHAPMAN 

Tower Bridge Police Court, May 7 





Juvenile Delinquency. 


In the House of Lords on Tu@sday the Earl of Sandwich called 
ittention to the increase in juvente delinquency and asked the 
Government “what steps were being ittempt, to 
the evil 

Lord Sandhurst said that the increase as mainly owing to the 
abnormal circumstances in which we found ourselve As had beer 
pointed out, there was at this moment a want of parental control, and 
a great many of these juvenile offences were, he believed, prompted in 
great measure by a spirit of adventure and mischief and the absence 
ot playing fields The Home Office had vatched vith the greatest 
possible interest the successful experiments of the noble ear! They 
thought that instead of starting new organizations it would be as well 
tar they could de velop and co-ordinate the existing 
organizations. He paid-a tribute to the late Mr. C. E. Russell, Chief 
Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial Schools, whose early death 
was an irreparable loss to the State. The Home Office had requested 
the clerks to the justices to increase the number of probation officers 

t to enlist women voluntarily to assist in their work 
They had also urged them to put in force their powers to check 
objectionable films. He assured the noble lord that the Secretary of 
State was giving his most earnest and watchful attention to the whole 


MTN 


taken toa 


to see how 


\ he re possible anc 


subject 








Companies. 


[he directors of the London City and Midland Bank (Limited) have 
elected the Right Hon. Reginald M’Kenna to a seat at their board 


Obituary. 
Judge Martelli. 


We record with much regret the death of Judge MARTELLI, which 

urred on Wednesday, the 2nd inst , at Nundesley, Norfolk, after 
three months’ illness. It was only last July that he left Lincoln’s Inn 
for the Hampshire County Court, where he was 
the late Judge Gye. 

Ernest Wynne Martelli was the youngest son of the late Mr. C. H. A. 
Martelli, barrister-at-law of Lincoln's Inn He was educated at 
Queens’ College, Cambridge, where he graduated in 1886. He was called 
to the Bar by Lincoln’s Inn in 1888. As a junior he developed a large 
practice, especially in company work; first, before Mr. Justice (now 
Lord) Parker,.and afterwards before Mr. Justice Sargant He took 
silk in 1908, at the same time as his colleagues at the Chancery Bar, the 
Hon. Frank Russell and Mr. Grant. He was alvays an abl 
and he had a great number of friends in his profession and in private 
life, 


appointed successor to 


idvocate 


Mr. Paul Taylor, 

Mr. Grorce Paut Taytor, thé metropolitan magistrate, died on 
rhursday, the 3rd inst., at his house, 7 W.., at 
the age of fifty seven He had not been ill for many days, ind the 
news of his death was wholly unexpected, as he had been in 
apparently in good health, on Saturday last 

Mr. Tay lor was educated at Downside ( ollege ind at the Catholi 
University College, Kensifig? ton He ‘was illed to the Bar by the 
Middle Temple in 1885, and was appointed a metropolitan magistrat 
in 1895 

A corre spondent of the Vimea writes Paul 7 aylor seldom 
attracted the attention af the newspapers He made neither jokes nor 
speeches from the benclr, nor did he take advaiitage of his position t 
alr his opmions on politieal or social questions. He never for a moment 
forgot that he was primarily an administrator of justice, and he did 
administer it with unfailing tact, dignity, firmness, and ympathy He 
was a sound lawver, keenly slive to the Ie i ispects of ever ‘ 
hrought before him A magistrate has-—-or should have—no_ polit 
and Taylor had none on the bench He was a-Lancashire man 


Lat aster vate terrace 


court, 


earnest and devout Catholic, and as a verv voung m in, in the ‘eighti« 
he had ontested a, division of his native county in the Gladstonian 





TROYAL EXCHANGE) 


ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, ACCIDENTS, MOTOR CAR, PLATE CLASS, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, ANNUITIES, LIVE STOCK, LIFT, BOILER, 
BURCLARY, THIRD PARTY, FIDELITY CUARANTEES. 

The Corporation will act as 
TRUSTEE OF WILLS AND SETTLEMENTS 
EXECUTOR OF WILLS. 


Full Prospectus on application to the Secretary, 
Head Office: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
Law Courts Branch: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 











Information Required 


KATE HOPE, Deceased Kate Hope, wife of Henry Oliver Hope 


{ Ba ‘ ( tle “ ersetshire, died n 7th Apml, 1916 Any person 

havn | istxly a willor codicil of the deceased, mad ibsequent 

~Aist May, 1907, exe ing @ Spe il power under the wil f her late 

father? Edward De ene ble ft el rmation as to the existence 
Il 1 or. codich Is requested tf ommut ils iti Messt 


Simpson, CuLtinororp & Co., 85, Gracechurch-street, E.C, 3 





Inter | | \ d-tashi 1 and distinetly 
mod t ids Sv n, Little 
| ind pacifism r faddism of any kind H i ll read in 

‘ vy, philosopl ind 

He | l read man baw modernism ads Pal riticism, 
{ umf | md ‘ ie i vl okt il t er sides 
rt i ine i { | Perhay it is tor tm reason 

i he tool the itset a very seriou if tf the difficulties cast 
pon us by the wats He never doubted that the nflict would be 
protracted, and that it ild tax a ir resources, material and moral, 
to the tr t He himself bore | full share of the burden: for some 
} I i cact i I re assigned to him by the Home Office, and 

e discharged with | i fidelity and the same quiet loyalty 
vith which he had done doubl r| s% pole urt during the long 

! Mr. P | 

Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 
Captain Edward H, Moore. 

Capta Epwarp Haypre Voort M.C., Yor) ind = =Lancastet 
Regu ent, ae edu ted at Hailey! iry ind wa erving his article as 
‘ icitor th Mr. Rebert Brown, of Messr R. Brown & Son, of 
Ne istle-on-T ym hen he joined the York and Lancaster Regiment 
in August, 1914, as second lieutenant He went to the front in 1915 
ind i ded a | t ied in despatches He returned to the 
front in 1916, was pr ted captain and received the Military Cross for 
Syne ’ ntr ind initiative n leadin his men at a critical point 
He died of wounds on, 25th Apri wed twenty-four He was the 
second ! f Lieutenant-Colone ind) = Myr Maurice Moore and a 

dsot Mr. Samuel Stor | f Sunderland 
- - a ——<———$$_—__——- 
Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 

Harry Crawro WaArsor 1 Berxanp Norman WELLS icitors 
Wats Watson, & We B ird Castle and Middleton ia- Teesdale, 

the vitv of Durhar Sept. The said Harry (1 ford Watson 
v1 tinue to ca thie vid | ine minder the style fW. J. & 
H. C. Watsor (razette, May 4 

Anruur ATKINSOK, HERBERT STAINER | JouN Suera ATKINSON, 

it \t n & St er), Folkestone and Hythe, Kent Mar. 31 
So far a cverns the said John Shera Atkmson, who retires from the 
uid fir Arthur Atkinson and Herbert Stainer ntinue to carry 

t} it ! In parbuersiipee ler t 


sa dE SS eatiot: 
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General. 
ain, K.¢ C.B.. of Eglingham Hall, Alnwix k, North 
Judge Advocate-General, Chancellor of the County 
Palatine of Durham, and Recorder of Bradford, M.P. for Durham City, 
1885-1892. and for Hampstead 1902-1905, who died on 23rd September 
last, aged seventy-two, has left estate of the gross value of £51,836, the 
net personalty being £1,167 


Sir Howard Warburton E phinstone, third baronet, 
of Struan, Wimbledon Park, and of Lincoln's Inn 
Conveyancing Counsel to the Court, 1895-1914, left estate of gro 
£65,569 

In the House 
Exchequer, replying t Major 
(Qualification of Women) Bill was 


Government could not give it facilities. 


Sir Thomas Mil 
umberland, late 


aved eighty Six, 
barrister-at-law, 


S8 Value 


tf Commons un Wednesd iy the ( hancellor of the 
Hills, said that is the Solicitors 
a private Bill, he regretted that the 


The Defence of the Realm Losses Commission considered on the 4th 
inst, the application of the Gordon Hotels (Limited) in respect of the 
occupation of the Hote] Métropole, for which a claim of £120,000 pe 


annum was originally made the Commission decided on payment out 
of the public tunds at the rate of £43,000 a year, which had been 
proposed by the Office of Worl and accepted by the applicants 

In the House of Commor n Monday Dr. Addison informed Major 
Newman that the Central Control Board have acquired permanently 1/5 
licensed premises, and in the case of fifty other licensed premises have 
‘ quired tive poence vyithout also acquiring the premises Including 
eight premises occupied by the Board under lease tenancy, and three 
onstructed by them, the Board are carrying on business under Article 9 
of the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Contro Reyvulations in 156 
premises 

At Croydor on Wednesday Jame Potter, marin tore dealer, of 


fined 20s, for 
mpetent military authority. Ln 
Animals Order, he stated 

What he can get, and 
animal wa 


Thornton Heath, the owner of a horse and ti ip va 
withholding 
filling up a form require 
that the con imption of oat by 
to the que tion as to the 


iitormation trom the « 
d under the Census of 
his horse was 


number of weeks during which the 


put out to grass, he replied When he yet there He refused to 
give the information to the police, 
In the House of Commo on Tuesday the Chancellor of th 


Major 


came to a decision on the 


who asked w hether, before the 
State purchase of the 
ild be set up to report upon the conversion of 
States of America into 


Exchequer replying Chapple, 
Government 
traffic, a Cx 


breweri s and di 


Liquol 
mmission 
stilleries in the Prohibition 
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certain “Dutch passengers and seamen sliced in England. No freight 
or mails will be carried either way, nor passengers from Holland to 


England. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday Mr. Hope, replying to Colon 
Sir John Norton Griffiths, said :—The import of all oils to countries 
contiguous to the enemy from all sources has been most carefully super 
vised, so as to limit it to the quantities actually required for home 
sumption, and his Majesty’s Government have the strongest reason t 
believe that no oils from the United Kingdom or overseas are reaching 
the enemy from the adjacent countries. In the case of animal and 

egetable oils, the only exceptions made are where the entire amount 
the additional imports are used for the manufacture of commodities t 
be returned to the United Kingdom or Allies, or are to be stored till afte: 
the war, whilst, as regards mineral oils, the export from the United 
Kingdom to neutral countries is prohibited, and licences are only granted 
in very exceptional cases when the granting of permission for the export 
vill further the direct interests of Great Britain and her Allies. 


The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales 
@ Moy 15 —Messrs. CoLLtIns & CoLtins, at the Mart, at 2: Important Freehold Pro 
perty (see advertisement, page 472, this week). 


Messra. KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, at their Estate Room:, 20, Hanover 


May 15. 
Important Leasehold Investments (see advertisement, back page, Apri! 28) 


square, W. 1 


at the 


May 15 —Messrs. Hampton & SONS, in conjunction with Messrs. Dixon & Co., 
Mart: Valuable Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, May 5). 
May 16.—Messrs. HUMBERT & FLINT in conjunction with Messrs. KING & CHASEMORE 


at the Mart, at 2 (see advertisement, back page, May 5). 
May 17.—Messrs. STIMSON & SONS, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Ground Rents (se: 
advertisement, page 472 this week). 


DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD, at 


July (date not fixed).— Messrs. 
this week). 


». (gee advertisement, page ili., 


June 14, 21, 
the Mart ; Freehold Estates, & 


Court Papers. 


manufactorte £ denatured alcohol for ropulsion and industrial ° 
purposes, said The whole ubje t is under the msideration of the Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Government, but I can make no statement in regard to it. news cp Recmenans mm Acvumpanes os 
co titt on o thie 1] ‘ 0 0 ~¢ pol e¢ 4 « ‘ 
Phe cor ition of the Mills Control Committee appointed by Lord Dete EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice © Mr. Justice 
Devonport has now been announced by the Ministry of Food Lord ate. ROTA No. 1. NEVILLE. EVE. 
St Davids is the chairman, and the other members are Mr. J. Field | Monday.. May 14 Mr. euse Mr. Bloxam Mr. Borrer Mr. Leach 
jeale (Wheat Commission), Mr. W. H. Beveridge and Mr. W. P. Burto: Tuesday .... 15 Jolly Synge Bloxam Goldschmidt 
(Ministry of Food), Mr, Oswold Robinson and Mr, A. E. Humphrie Wednesday .. 16 Farmer Jolly Synge Borrer 
(chairman at | aa N . Thursday .... 17 Charch Farmer Jolly Bloxam 
(che an and vice-chairman of the stional Association of British and — griday ...... 18 Leach Church Farmer Synge 
Irish Millers), Mr. Joseph Rank, Mr. T. Parkinson, Mr. Perey Cross Saturday .... 19 Goldschmidt Leach Church Jolly 
and Mr. F. E, Dawson (Ministry of Food) (secretary) : 
n . Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
5 w ay of : — ms on the Srd inst. Dr. Macnamara, replying Date. : SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOuNGER. PETERSON. 
0 Mr. Gilbert, said :——It is not a fact that a new steamer service from  \tonday,, May 14 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Church Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
Holland to Southwold has been art inged We have, of course, been Tuesday —— Borrer each Farmer Charch 
parties to no arrangement with the German Government Permission Wednesday .. 16 Bloxam Goldschmidt Charch Leach 
has be . by Maiesty’s Gover . 2 " cl Sa ’ . Ihureday .... 17 Synge orrer Leach Goldschmidt 
t “y see 7. % ' meg to the Dutch Gove er ~ DOUGGe ceccee Jolly Bloxam Goldschmidt Borrer 
» send a steamer for a limited number of voyages in order to ship Satarday .... 19 Farmer Synge Borrer Bloxam 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


application. 


te 


MOORGATSE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


SrREET, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


=z1.o. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
RPPhLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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1908, 
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Re an Arbitration between 
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vy. Globe and Pheenix Co. (Lim.) 

The Amerika”’ tv 
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INDEX TO WAR ORDERS, PROCLAMATIONS, &c., 


From OCTOBER 2ist, 1916, to MAY 12th, 1917 (inclusive). 


ADMIRALTY ORDERS, &c.: 
Alien Pilots, 28 


Expl e Factori nd Stores, 372 
North Sea, 256 285 72, 446 

Port nti ( ir of Zetland, 30 
South ¢ st England, 287 


ARMY COUNCIL ORDERS, &c.: 


Agricu iral Cer is, 74 

Alpe \I i ( ! ! ( t (sca a 463 
Billetir ind | i] 22 

Billetir f Horses 

Colonial Wo 16] »5 

Cont is \W } 

Expired Ex ptior 5 

I tiX al I ! Ya I 185 

Hick 0 iV 


Increased Production of Oats, 148 
Insurance of Russian Flax and Tow, 121 


| ither Com ee, 287 

New Leather Order, 74, 161 

Prohibition of Tmpor s of Jute, 287 

Prohibition of the Emy ment of Persons who have left 
Em ment on Munitions Work, 12 

kt Wi 74, 207 

Regulation of Sa f Straw in Great Britain. 60, 322. 355 

hu in | KX and | 55 

Sole Leather Produced in the United Kingdom, 285 

Supp! f Light. Heat. Water or Power to Barracks or Hutted 
(amps 12 

Timbe 87, 465 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE 


The Cultivation of Land, 28! 


BOARD OF TRADE 


‘ ntracts y Loca \ i ‘ 4 2 
Contr ot Cat ) 

Control of ¢ i 

Potato Stocks. 90 
Regulation of Meals 21 
\W 


ir and Contracts Committe 72 


LIQUOR CONTsOL: 
101, 118, 119, 120, 132, 159, 173, 286, 302, 330, 371 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 


Certified Trades, 236 


MINISTRY OF FOOD ORDERS, &c.: 
Barley (Requisit on), 4354 
Bread, 303 
Cakes and Pas rf 43 
Conditaons of Sale, Prohibi n of, 355 
Flour, Foreign, 403 
| " Manu ‘ 
Flour Mills, 447 
Food Keonomy, 463 
Food Hoarding, 402 
Food Prices 185 
Freshwater Fish, 372 
Jntoxicating Lique r, 588 
Miaize, Bariey and Oats (Restriction) Order, 1917, 463 
Malt Restriction, 356, 418 
Malting, Prohibition of, 185 
Milk Prices, 90, 148 
Potato and Vegetable Director, 324 
Potatoes, 304 
Public Meals, 402 
Seed Potatoes, 304, 401, 463 
Sugar, 355 
Swedes, Prices, 355 


Wheat, Barley and Uats (Prices), 433 
Wheat, Rye and Rice (Restriction), 447 
See also Board of Trade. 


MINISTRY OF MUNITIONS :— 


Agricultural Machines, Manufacture of, 207 
Aluminium, 286 

Chemical and Medical Glass, 184 
Controlled Establishments, 43, 174 
Copper Wire, Manufacture of, 60 
Cranes, Dealings in, 160 

Electric Lamp Glass, 371 

(jas Works Retort Carbon, 207 
Glycerine Restriction, 31, 270 

Land, Dealings in, 74 

Lead, Dealings in, 254 

Locomotive Engines, 255 

Magnesite, Use of, 206 

Motor Vehicles, 185 

Photographic Lenses, 220 

Priority of Work, 338 

Prohibition of Manufacture of Motors, 
Restricted Occupations, 322 

Seeds Oils and Fats, 447 

Silk Waste, Returns of, 74 

Tar, Manufacture « 58 

Unwrought Copper, 


*) 
War Material, 58, 73, 119, 133, 173, 184, 303, 371, 401 


° 
/ 


3 


NEW RULES, &c. :— 


Charity Commissioners—War Charities, 90 
Colonial Stock, 446 

County Court, 102, 319 

Public Trustee Fees, 337 


Supreme Court, 30, 58, 120, 132, 149, 234, 301, 317, 570 


ORDERS IN COUNCIL:— 
Air Board, 257 
Aliens Restriction, 59, 257, 387 
Blockade of Germany, 206, 287 
(Younty Court Changes, 338 
Defence of the Realm Regulations, 58, 88, 101, 118, 120, 133 
160, 205, 234, 256, 285, 302, 339, 386, 417, 433, 462 
Exports to Netherlands, 159 
Food Controller, 257, 387 
Govermment of Ireland Act, 1914, 340 
Ministry of Labour, 206, 387 
Ministry of Pensions, 257 


Summer Time, 387 


PROCLAMATIONS: 
Contraband of War, 101, 173 
Economy in Bread, 448 
Glasgow Dock Dispute, 50 
Lancashire Cotton Dispute, 118 
Lost Bank Holidays, 133 
Prohibition of Imports, 88, 119, 159, 302, 385, 386 


MISCELLANEOUS :— 
Committee on Suspended Contracts, 466 
Evening Closing of Shops, 43 
Excess Profits Duty, 522, 341 
Food Controller's Power, 288 
German Blockade—The Barred Zones, 257 
German Contraband List, Alterations in, 401 
Lighting of London, 236 
Lighting Orders, 12 
Military Service (Review of Exceptions) Act, 403 
Patents and Trade Marks and Statutory Black List, 418 
Revistration of Aliens, 134 
Regulation of Foreign Exchanges, 148, 236 
Royal Commission, Appointment of —Wheat and Flour, 11 
War Loan and Partners’ Death Duties, 258 








AR} 
Bal 
Bat 
BIL 
Bre 











May 12, 1917 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 469 














Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 


London Gazette.—FRDaY, April 27 


BoARDMAN, GLossop & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required,on or before June 9, to sen | their 
uames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts ur claims, lo Mr. andrew W iliam 
Macredie, Orchard cambrs, Church st, Sheffield, liquidator 

COLONNADE HoreL, LTv.—Creditors are required, ou or before May 31, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particuiars of their debts or clauns, Wu George Cranmore 

or, King’s ct, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

, Lap. (LN LiQUiDATION.)—Creditors are required, on or before May 3, 
tueir names and addresses, and the particutars of their devts or claims, Ww Merbert 
\. Pepper, 14, Temple st, Birminguam, jiquidator. 

Mip COKNWALL MUNITIONS Co, LTD.—Ureuitors are required, on or before May 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their devts or claims, to 
David Howat allan, 20, Copthail av, liquidator. 

NATIONAL MoTOR CaB Co, Ltv.—Creditors are required, on or before May 25 
vwoeir names and addresses, and the particulars of taeir detis and claims, by 
Goldie and Frank stanley Jarvis, 134, Kiag st, Ham wersmit., liqui laturs. 

PARK HOTEL (CoLWALL), Lto.—Cceditorcs are required, on or Delove May 3, t 
names and addresses, and their particulars of Lheir ciaims, to Herbert A 
Temple st, Birmingham, liquidavor. 

SAMUEL, LomAX, LTy. —Creuitors are required, on or 
and addresses, aod the particulars of tucir debs oF 
Cuancery In, Station Chambers, vr tou Mr. E. Hu. 
liquidators 

STEAMSHIP “ ARMOURER ” Co, LTD. 
taeir names and addresses, and the particulars oi their 
Fletcher, or Bb, Pembertou Smich, 207, Deansgate, Maachesser 


to send 





to send 
Willian 


» send their 
Pepper, 14 
before May 15, to send their name 
taims, to ur. J. #. W. Goodw.n, 
HMawains, 4, Charterhouse :4, 
reditors are required, on or before May 4, to send 
debts or claims, to H. A 
liguluators 





OMPANIES. 
CHANCERY. 
May 1. 


JOINT STOCK ¢ 
LIMITED IN 
London Gazette—TUESDAY 


to send their 
Aibert Meury 


MID-SURREY Motor Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or befor« 
ames and addresses, an. the particulars of tneic devia or cl 


Partridge, 3, Warwiek ct, Gray’s inn, liquidator, 


May 30 


ims, to 


JOINT STOCK ¢ 
LIMITED IN 


OMPANIES. 
CHANCERY 


Lon ton Gazette. —FRIDAY, May 4, 


E ric Co, Lrp. reditors are required, on or before May 18, to send their uames and 
addresses, aud the particulars of taeir debts or clatms, to Mr. George Varnaby Harrower 
College hi.l chmbrs, liqui iator. 

OIL PRUCESSES LED. (CANADA). litors are r 
their names ani aideresses, and toe particulars of 
Lee Nicho.s, 1, Queen Victoria -t, liquidator. 


quired, on or 
tueir 


before June 8, to send 
lebts or claims, to Mervert 





REINDEER STEAMSHIP LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 18, to send 
their names and addresses, avd the particulars of their debts or claims, wo Mr. 
Walter Edward tlaroid Jackson, 5 and 7, St Mary Axe, liquidator. 

—_—— 
Winding f Enemy Businesses 
inc Ing-up Oo snemy »usSiInesses, 
London Gazette.—FRIiDAY, April 27. 

Joun DoRN,—Creditors are required, on or Before May 4, to send full particulars f 

their depts or claims, by prepaii pust, to Mr. Joun WYougias Broad, 1 waibroo« a 


troller. 
EvGEN KAMMER & Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
ames ani addresses, and the particulars of tne debts or claims, t 
Lassishaw House, Basinzhall st, er. 
HANEMANN & Uo, LTD.—Crediwors are required, on or before June 24, te send their 
names aud addresses, and particulars of tneir debts or claims, to Alired White, 26 
Pall Mall, Manchester, coutroller, 


May 14, to send their 
» Mr. Toomas W ise, 
col rvul 


Lonon Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 1 
GRAND C HIC PUBLISHING Co.—Creditors are required on or before May 30, to send 
full particulars of their debts or claims, by prepaid post to Sidney John Fieid, 17, Snaf 


tesbury av, coutrolier 
OTTo Kive.—Crediturs are 
their depts or claims, by 
controller. 
SELAS UO.—Cr-editors are required, on or before May 23, to send full particulars of their 
3 ur claims, by prepa.d pos., two Juhu U’hauip Garnett, 61, Brown st, Mauchester, 
coutroiller. 


required, on or before May 30, to send full particulars of 


prepaid post, tu Siauey Join Field, 17, shaftesbury avy, 





London Gazette. —F RIDAY, May 4. 


E, lt. BENNETT & Co, LTD.—Urelitors are required, on or before June 8, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of tueir debts or claims, to Mr. John Edward 
Percival, 6, Vid Jewry, controller. 

H. &. ECKART (trading as BANBURY & CO),—Creditors are rejuired, on or before May 16 

o send mil particulars vf ther uebos or clauns, vy prepaid poss tv Charies James 
March, 23, Queen Victoria st, controller. 

KROLL & VO.—Ureditors are required, on or 
a ideesses, and the particulars of taei d 
Queen Victoria st, controller. 

TANDEM SMELTING Uo., Ltv.—Ureditors are required, on or before July 7, 
names ani a idresses, aud the particulars of their debts or A 
Holroyd, 6, Great Winchester st, controller, 


before June 4 
sbts or claims, to 


to send their names and 
wie Robert Barlow Tyler, 1 


to send their 
laims, to Mr. B, Veanett 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
LAST Day OF CLAIM, 
Londo: 
ANDERSON, Davin EBENEZER, 
Manchester 


Ar n LD, CHARLOTTE, Southbourne May 19 Hob» 
BALL, MARGARET, Poulton le Fylde, Lancs June 1 


t Gazette. —FRIDAY, April 20 


Alderley Edge, Cheshire, Shipper May 31 Sale & Co 


& Brutton, Portsmouth 
Parkinson, Biackpoul 


Banserr, ALBERT, Weymouth May 21 Lightbody, Victoria st, Westminster 
SS INOEOR, MARY,Southport May 12 Cate, Birming jam 
RETI, EOWARD PEART, York June l Holtvy & Procter, York 








_————— 

BROOKS, Richa HeNKY, Ma lester M snagin Director May3l Cvoper & Lo, 
Mauchestet 

BROTHERTON, ANN, Bradford April 30 Beldon, Bradford 

BURTON, MARY ANN FRANCES JANETTE, Portsmouth May 19 Hobbs & Brutton, 
Portemvouth 

BUSHEL MAURI JOsErH, Bow In, Cann st, Incorporated Accountant May 30 
Biudle & Co, Aldermanbury 





BUTLER, Robert, Nottingham, Auctioneer ay 16 Beck & Beck, Nottingham 











CHAPPEL, JOSIAH, Kingston upou Hall Mayls Sanderson & Ferens, Hull 
CARPENT! WALTER JAMES, Bath, Cabinet Maker May 12 Timmins & Timmins, 
Bat 
CARR, Rev ARTHI Crowthorne, Berkshire May 31 King & Co, Dowgs hill, Can- 
non st 
CHRISTMAS, ANGELINA, Hosack rd, Balham May Waller & Thornback, Southampton 
CLARKS, JOHN, Pooteland, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler May 2s Brown & Son, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
COLEMAN, THoMAS, Cullompton, Devon, Yeoman May 23 Clutsom, Tiverton 
COLLINGS, CHARLES MACK ENZIR, tiare st, Romford, brewers Traveiler A;ril 30 Turner 
cS Dunedit: House, Basingha av 
CoRK, FLLEN Ba Norw Mayl Ra 
CORNS HN MARK ow Brush Manufa \ 
CRESSEY, THOMAS KODWELL, York Ju 1 ul 
1, Suffolk, Fa H July ¢t 
as i Victua May 
w ) 1 Tyne 
gE Dodd 
Lipho l Hucchinson & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds 
> ex May 28 Patersons & Co, Lincolns 





FIELD, ARTHUR, Hove May 





‘ at I 
ith May 











FoRsT! JAMES EDWARD, Exmo Sander & Co, Berwick upon Tweed 

GOLDFINCH, PHILLIS ELIZABBTH MARY, sandy Hi i, Viumstead May 25 Marchant & 
Co, Bank bidg, Rroadway, Deptford 

GONNE, GRACE STAVELEY, Kingwood, Hants May 2 Morgan & Co, Old Broad st 

GRAHAM, WILLIAM, Hayton, Cumberland, Shoemake May SL 8 & HS Cartmell 
Ua 

GRAY, KR STUART, Scarborou Musical Instrument Dealer June 1 Holtby & 
P rk 

GREENWOOD, PICKLES, Oxenhope, Yorks, Wool Sorter May 20 Wright & Atkinson, 
Ke ley 

GREGSON, RoBERT, Bury May Crompton & Son, Bury 

GUY, UAE NE, Southampiou une l Bassett & Go, Southampton 

HAGGBNMACHER, HEINRICH irich May seal, Serjeants’ ion 

HARDISTY, ELIZA, Buxton May laylor & Brown, Buxton 

HonBs, EDWARD, Lee on the Solent, So tor May 19 Hobbs & Brutton, Portsmouth 

HOLME, CHAKLOTIE, Haslemere, Surrey May Dentou & Co, Gray's inn pl 

How, GEORGE HeNry, Hayi ng Isiand, Doctor May 19 Hobbs & Brutton, Portsmouth 

HowaAl IANE, Finchley rd, Hampstead May 31 Lrevanion & Curtis, Pook 

Hyper, MARY, Bassett May Hydes, Worcester 

JOHNSON, SARAH LouIsA, York June i Holtby & Procter, York 

JONES, JOHN KoBERTS, Llanuw yu, Merionet Solicitor May 19 Jones, Dolgelley 

Joy, ALFRED GkorGE, Brighton, Sulicit May 31 Simpson & co, M rgate st 

LONSDALE, I Y MARGARET, Jilford Farnham May 31 Slaughter & May, Austin 
Friars 

MAYES, WILLIAM CHARLES, Wimbledon Common May 31 Copp, South Park rd, Wim- 
bledon 

MAYLOR, EMI CORNELIA, Churt lge, Ches May 21 Gamon & Co, Chester 

MONAGHAN, VERONICA, Manchester May 20 Crofton & Co, Mancoester 

MorTikt L, AGNES, Buxton June2 Sale & Co, Man hester 

MURPHY, Gt iB, Beooke House, Clapt June Russell & Son, Lichtleld 

N..TTALI, HENRY COMBE, St Leonard's terr, Chelsea June lt Wigan & Co, Norfolk 
Ii. use, Victoria Embankment 

ORME, ALFRED, Wolverhampton, Manu actarer June l Fowler & C Wolverhampton 

PARK, HAkRIET, Colwyn Bay May 18 @gden & Co, Manchester 


Kent, Keading 
May 31 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 
Estill, Matton 

Clerk May 18 


PARSONS, | IsA, Grazeley May 19 

PBACOCK, GEORGE, Bournemouth, Merchant 

PLANT, GEORGE THOMAS, Maiton, Yorks June 4 

PUGH, HERBERT DAVID CAMPBELL, Wallin.ton, Surrey 
field rd, Swiss Gottag 

SISSON, JOHN, Hesloprd, B 


berks 


Quekett, Cross- 


im May Russell, Broadway, Bexley Heath 





SMELLI¥, ELIZABETH MARY ANN, Abbey rd, St Johns Wood May 2% Phillips & Cum- 
mings, Abchurch House, Sherborue In 

SMITH, WILLIAM HENRY, Walton, Surt Director May 28 Walls & Co, Old Jewry 

SMYTH, JOHN WALKER, Much Hadham, H rts May 21 Mallinson, Fenchuech st 

ST GEORGE, JULIA MARY, Dover May Lewis & Pain, Dover 

TOMLINSON, KICHAKD, St Auneson Sea, Farmer Junel = Parkiuson, Blackpoo! 





Birmingham 
Russell sy 


Mayi8 Joy 
May 19 


e & Crawshaw 
hennedy & Co 


WATERHOUSE 
WIGGINS, FI 


KENNETH, Hale, Chester 
ANK PAULING, York 8q, Spepney 


WILLIAMS, E..1ZABETH LaW, Upper Philimore pl, Kensington May 30 Freshtie'ds 
New Bank bidgs, vid Jewry 

WOOLTORTON, MARTHA, Leeds May Stott, Leed 

WYER, AGNES, Exeter May 22 beaumont & son, Gresham House, Old Broad at 


TUESDAY, April 24 
Hetherington 


London Gazette 


ANDREWS, THOMAS, Uxbrige rd, Ealing June l Bond st, Ealing 





ASHBY, MAky Louisa, Borough of Portamouth Mentab Hospital May 25 Devonshire & 
Co, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 

BEES SN, THOMAS BRA RD, Nelson, British Columbia, Hotel Proprietor May 28 
Easton & Sons yadon Wall 


BERRY, CHARLES WILLIAM, Leadenhall s lobacconist May Vandercom & Co, 


Bush In 
BOWERS, ABRAHAM, Gedney 
Holbeach, Lincs 


Marsh, Lincs, Labourer May 14 Calthrop & Harvey, 


BRITTEN, HENRY, Sheffield June 20 Lucas & Lueas, Sheffield 

BKOCHETON, EUGENE, Valect, Maida Vale May 31 Lewis & Lewis Ely pl, Holborn 

BROWN, THOMAS, Manchest Builder's Labourer May 24 Deputy Pablic Trustee, 
Manchester 

CHANDLEI MARY, Mount Pleasant In, Upper Clapton June8 Tyler, Clement's inn, 


Strand 
CURTIS, JEs8Ik LOUISA, 
Embankment 


Torquay May 31 Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames 


DYER, JULIET, Wharton st, King’s Cross May %l Davies & Son, Chancery In 

FosTER, KEGINALD LE NEVE, Wilmslow, Chester, Chemical Manufacturer May 31 
Grover & Co, Ma ester 

FULTON, Lucy, Foxcombe Hill, Berks May 31 Andrew & Co, Great James st, Bedford 
row 

GIBSON, W IAM, Leicester June24 Wright & Co, Le 





GILMOUR, HAZLIT?, June & 





Vauxhall Bridge rd, Artist Pyke & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds 
GINGELL, FRANCES, Stonebridge May 24 Rawlings & Co, Waibrook 
GvuoDt KE, CAROLINE, faunton June l Kite & sons, Taunton 
GREGORY, RILRY HARDY, Sheffield, Cutlery Manager May 31 Simpson & Sons, Sheffield 
Hat ANI fanchester May 21 Biackburn & Walker, Manchester 
HARRISON, HesTeR ANN, Gray 1 June Whale & Wates, Bank chmbrs, Woolwich 
HAWKES, JOSEPH, West Bromwi Staff ass Packer May 21 J & E Clark, West 
Bromwich 
HEBERT, ROBERT WILLIAM, Hearnville rd, Balham, Printer June 9 Bransbury 
Pancra 


Orrell, Manchester 
Tyler, Clement's inn 


HEROD, WILLIAM, Manchester May 21 


HEERRIES, FREDERIC STANSFIELD, Hove Junel 
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CHARI Er re, May 19 Coole & Haddock, Horshan Prevost, ANNI£ MASON, Hawkhurst, Kent May31 Prestun & Foster, Charing (: 
OLMES, FI : r am May Devo shire & Co, Frederick's pl, | Price, Rev THomas, Bailth Wells, Brecon Jniy 6 Vaughan, Builth Wells 
Pye, THomas, Poulton le Fylde, Leones. Farmer May 10 Bute ver, Blackpool 
June 1 Harri oa & ’ QuARMBY, JABEZ, Huldersfield May 19 Sykes, Huldersfield 
Parlia t st ' te ReEICHARDT, GrorGR, Wellington, New Zealand, Music Warehouseman WM 
4y 0 Donoghue & For 4 l Goddard & Co, Clement's inn, Strand 
May 5 ff, Stran! SCANNELL, V Rev THomss BARTHOLOMEW (Canon), Brighton June 18 Fook ADE 








1 
May iS Pimb Ca ey st, Lincoln s inn 
Mat Loneridge, Lancs May 28 Jukes, Preset n 
ibr Suffolk June 1 Mumford & Co, lra'f rd ATK 
)ANK, Berkeley sq. Londsn May 31 Bischoff & Co BON 
50 
Clerkenwell, Groc r May 24 Robb & Welch, Px BUT 
HARD Beaumonr, Eoglefi ld Green, Surrey, Managing Director J ] . ; 
& Co, Bedford row CLE 
ARES, Kingst n upon Hull, Shi»'s Carpenter May 19 Payne & | Dav 
MARY EvizapeTu. Buxton May 31 Milne & Co, Manchester ‘ 
PHeBE ANN, Marl Kath May 13 Walker & Terry, Belper Fi 
¥, WESSY, Matlock, Bath May 31 Walker & lerry, Belper = 
ELLEN, Luton May 3l Aus'in & Barnard, Luton FLF" 
UPHITLL, DAVIp, Barnham, Sussex Junel Staffurth, Bognor 
WANNER, ALBRET Hersricn, Killarney rd, Wandsworth May 30 Goddard as 
Clement's ton, Strand 
W ATKINSON, JOSEPH, Mull, Manager May 31 Locking & Co, Holl GAY, 
WHEATLY, Epwakpb, Kingston Hill, 8 licitor June 9 Balderston & Warrer 
ford row GrM 
Wient-BoyvcoTt, THOMAS ANDR*W, Pattingham, Salop June 16 Pat rs ns . 
Lincoln's inn flelds Gou 
WITHERBY, | ev CORNELIUS, Ly ‘ord rd, Wandsworth Common,Clerk May 31 Golding i 
& Co, Cannon at CREE 
Wricht, WILLIAM Henry, B-lgrave rd, London July 1 Greene & Greene, Bi 
Eimu ds Howl 
c 
London Gazette. —TURSDAY, May 1 Lrx 
‘ IRL MARTHA, South Croydon June 12 Laytons, Budge row, Cannon at 1 
, WILLIAM SAMUEL, Oxford Jujve8 Hatt, Ox’ord Oat 
ROBERT DUNN, Patrington, Yorks, Pank Cashier June 1 Park & Son, Hu ; 
CHARLOTTE CASSANDRA, Biyloru Merts May 28 Hills & Co, Queen A RicA 
] 
WILLIAM Crump, Newcastle upon Tyne, Poctor June! Richardson & | SLAT 
astle upen Tyne ] 
WILLIAM CHARLE?, Wallington, Sarrey, Fish Salesman May 39 Beecr Tay! 
nm -ea ] 
Southam;ton May 26 Dibben & Co, Wimberne, Dorset 
SELL, JAMES WATSON, Buenos Atres, Merchant May 31 Batesons & Co, Liverpor 
HvuGH, Llanwnog, Montgom ry, Surgeon Juve 7 Phillips, Llanidloes 
WNE, JAMES CECIL CA! LFEILD, Stowell, Dorset June 4 Pearce & Nich /lis, Cle: ADE 
ir Strand 
WNING, JOHN WILLIAM, Clacton on Sea, Dyer May 28 Leaning, Clacton on 3¢a ATK 
KLAND, ARTHUR, Taun‘on May 12 Kite & Sons, Taaton ( 
CADOGAN, HENRY OSBERT SAMUEL, Lyndhurst, Hints Juie 7 Tippetts, Maile — 
Queen st 
CURTIS, CLIFTON NEWMAN, Wolverhampton May 30 Valpy'& Ce, Linccln’s Inn fielde \ 
' { r Fuly Py i ) DEAN, Groros, Salford, Lanes, Grocer June 24 Hewitt & Son, Manchester Davi 
DANI i } . ‘ v val nel tone DIBBLE, JOHN GEORGE Dacres Forest Hill Jane 7 Tippetts, Maiden In, Queen a 
ha ’ FARKAGE, REBECCA ELIZABETH, Chippenham, Wilts May 29 Phillips & Jameson, ( -_ 
DEVERELL, FF D ‘ y penham, Wilts 
DRVERE j rH ve ’ er GARDNE ERNEST WILLIAM RYLAND, Liscard, Cheshire June 18 Pinsent & Gay, 
- ' { mingham . 
Greaory, RoperT WEEKS, Plymonth Junel Shel'y & Johns, Plymouth Gove 
HALSEY, BLANCHE HELEN KER, Wye, Kent May 28 Hilis & Co, Queen Ann a 
HAULVEY, JOHN STEPHENSON SELWYN, Ashburn gdns, South Kensington, M.D. May 31 Hou 
pr 0, Savile pl 4 1 
HEND (, Lieut-Col ALBERT NORMAN, Rugby June7 Collyer-Bris‘ow & Co, Belfor - 
' . i - row 
twomery ine Ku ) HILL, MARY, Barton on Humber Junel Nowell & Son, Barton on Humber War 
Harward i g : HIRST, OSWALD, Leeds May 30 Smith, West Hartlepool 4 
orvugt ” ri ‘ Ma Hopson, Mary, Khy May 26 Nunn & Co Colwyn Bay *. 
TACKS, AMELIA, Bla khill, Durham May 27 Ayusler, Consett WEL! 
May 15 ; yr M TT JackSON, JoskPH, Nantwich, Chester, Boot Merchant May 22 Whiteley & . 
Nautw ) 
KEE\K, STEPHEN WILLtAM, Chiswick In, Chiswick June 7 Tippetts, Maid ] a 
Queen st 
KENNARD, MURIEL ELIZABETH, Hove Junel Woolley & Bevis, Brighton 
KENNEDY, JULIA ELIZaperd, Cambridge June 18 Voules & Co, Bishopsgate 
LEIGH, MARGARET, Hoole, Chester June 18 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham Aru 
LONGMORE, THOMAS WILLIAM, Worcester June 24 Harrison, Worcester p 
MARSHALL, CHARLOTTE ELIzaBeTH, Southend on Sea June 13 Greg ons & | a 
Southend on S:a . 
MARSHALL, JonN Tuomas, Wi hern, Lincs, Farmer Junel Allisons & Staniland i BI h. 
MERCER, ELIZABETH FRANCES, Salterton, Devon May 31l Verey, Bedtord 
MILPOURNR, EDWARD, Oak'ey Green, terks, Farmer May 30 Lovegrove & I) Ches 
“on, Bi Windsor 7 H 
er i » W atfor MoTTRraM, EvrzA, Hyde, Chester Mayi18 Bostock, Hyde CLEM 
May 2 nterbe ons, Strou ’ | NIXON, NORMAN, Nottingham, Fishm-nger May 31 Mills & Co, Balfour - 
End May 31 is, Les " t Finsbury pav FERE 
syader, Radnor 1 than, Builth ' NuTTING, Exxest RALPB, Birmingham, Umbrella Manufacturer ‘une 13 W ar 
8, Drist Ma ist n Bi. mingham , Fox. 
| (CONNOR, MICHARL, Petherton rd, Highbury June 1 McMillan & Mott, Clem It t 
PARISH, GEORGE, Brighton June 1 Cane, Brighton Gay 
Piper, WILLTAM Francis, Bedford pl, Russell sq, Chief Clerk May 31 lx sa * 
O,mond Hous-, Quee Victoria st Gems: 
PAITCHARD, GEORGE, Kidderminster, Gardener June 5 Watson, Stourport ae 
Retp, WALTER, Br.stol June9 Pearson & Usher, Bristol Grea 
Rorson, Epwarnp Rowert, Bridge st, Westminster, Ar hitect May 31 Kirby A 
he Sanctuary, Westminster GuyN 
Roush, ANSIB, Wrexham June 7 Brassey, Chester i 
SANDERSON, ANNIE, West Hartlepool May 30 Smith, West Hartlepool Houp 
SAYLES, SUsiy, Rotherham Jnne 25 Irons, Sheffield . 
SMITH, REsINALD CUSLIFFE, Hankham, Sussex,JP June 18 Rivington & 5 A 
church bidngs . 
SMITH, WILLIAM HENRY, Walton, Surr-y, Director May 28 Wails & Co, O11 J = 
Swan, WILLIAM PAUL, Plymouth, Surgeon Junel Shelly & Johns Piymout! Loxr. 
THOMSON, Gen Sie MowBRAY, Reading May 29 Blandy & Chambers, Reading = r 
WILKINSON, FRANCIS TICHBORNE, Talbot Houses, Blackheath, Kent June | : OATE! 
& Chiid, Temple A 
rroecer, Lina, Hulldrop rd,Camden rd. June Theodore & Co, Clements in: Tayi 
4 l TRURSHAW, CHARLES, Derby, Architect May 30 E idowes, Derby P. 
Co, St me ! WATSON, WILLIAM, West Hartlepool May 30 Smith, West Hartlepool Wart 
HS Miwas ! Jone t WHITEHEAD EmiLy, Cambalt rd, Putney Janel? Barnes & Bernard, Basing) - M 
Many HANNAH ' nes May 3) Padley, Linco! WHITEHEAD, CAROLINE MARGARRT, Eisham rd, Kensington May 31 Watki ' 
ORMEROD, JAMES, Haslingden, La May 26 Whitaker Co, Haslingdon Sackville st ; 
PHILLIPS, HERBERT, Richmond, Yorkshire May 381 Pearce & Nicholls, Clement's inn, | WILKINSON, ALICE LuPTON, Markham aq, Sloane sq Juaoel Taylor & Co, Maoches'er 
Strand WILsos, Dr JouN Mayor, Newington causeway May 31 Chariesworth & \\ OTTER 
PINTNER, RICHAR Denton, Lancs, Manag May 31 Slater & Co, Manchester Skipton, Yorks cl 


POULTON, ALICN Mary, Hastings June Burt, Central hill, Upper Norwood WRIGHT, LLNA ELIZABETH MADELINE, Eastbourne June? Stapley, Eastbourne 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, April 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apry, RALPH, Eden st, Hampstead rd, Company Director 
High Court Pet Novl Ord Aoril 17 

ATKIN, Http, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon Hull 
Pet April17 Ord April 17 

BONNEY, EDWARD DIXON, Altrincham, Cheshire, Plumb r 
Preston Pet Decll Ord April 16 

BUTLER, ELLEN SANFORD, Stourp wt, Worcester, Kidder- 
minster Pet Aprill4 Ord April 14 

CLEMENTS, GEORGE ALBERT, Bournemoutl 
Poole Pet Apriil2 Ord April 16 

Worplesdon, Guildford Pet 


Tubaccon!st 


pDavirs, HaRoLp BLAKB, 
Mar 27 Ord April 17 
FEREDAY, JOHN, Willenhall, Staffs, Clothier Wolver 
hampton Pet April 17 Ord April 17 
*t, Fleet st, Journalist 


FLETCHER, JOHN JESSE, Johnson's « 
High Court Pet Dec 29 Ord April 17 


FowKR, HEN‘Y HALFORD, Hargrave, Suffolk Bury St 
Edmond: Pet April4 Ord April 18 
Grorae Howarb, York, Labourer York Pet April 


Gay, 
16 Ord April 16 

GeMSON, JOSEPH, Preston, Grover 
Ord April 16 

Gover, CLEMENT, Holmwo od, Surrey, 
Pet Nov 17 Ord April 17 

Creaony, ARTHUR, Sheffield, 


Preston Pet Apri! 16 


Farmer Croydon 


Groc2r Sheffi:ld Pet 


April 16 Ord April 16 

HoLDGATE, HENRY MAX WALL, Glossop, De by, Yarn Mer 
chant Ashton under Lyne Pet aprd 18 Ord 
April 18 


LcxToN, HERBERT CHARLES, Par Station, Corswa'i, Tim 
ber Merchant Trur> Pet April 18 Ori April Is 
OATEN, WILLIAM Joun, Wellington, Baker Taunton Pet 


April17 Ord April 17 
Rich, Tom, Kington Langley, Wilts, Cattle Dealer Bath 
Pet Jan 24 Ord April 18 
WILUE, Braithwell, Yorks Barman Sheffield 


SLATER, 
Pet Mar 23 Ord April 16 

Taytor, LUTHER, Great Grimsby, Grocer » 
Pet April 17 Ord April 17 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apgy, RALPH, Eden st, Hampstead rd, Company Director 
May 1 at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

ATKIN, HILDA, Kingsten upon Hull April 30 at 11.30 
Offi Rec, York City Bank Chambers, Lowgate, Hull 

CLEMENTS, GEORGE ALBERT, Zournsmouth, Tob»ac nist 





Great Grimsby 


April 30 at 2.30 Dorchester Cham ers (fir t floor) 
Yelverton rd, Bournemout! 
Worplesdon, Surrey April 30 


Davies, HaroLp BLAKR, 
at 11.80 132 York rd, Westminster Bridge rl 
FLETCHER, JOHN Jrsse, Johnsons ct, Fleet st, Journa 
list May 1 at 12 Bankruptcy bidzs, Corey 5! 
Gay, GeorcE Howarp, York, Labourer May 1 at 3.30 
Off Rec, The Red House, Doncombe pl, York 
Gover, CLEMENT, Holmwood, Surrey, Farmer April 27 
at 12.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge ra 
HoLmMEs, AGNES, Wishech St Peter Cambs April 28 at 
12.30 Off Rec 8, King st, Norwich 
Kinpey, WILLIAM CHARLES, Bosh Hill Park, En ‘eld 
Middix, Baker April 30 at 11.30 14, Bedford row 
WarpLeE, RowerT Henry ani Betsy WARDLE, West 
Auckland, Durham, General Dealers April 30 at 2 80 
Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sun lerland 
WELLS, HORACE FRED, Swavesey, Ca 
hant April 28 av 12 Of Ree, § 


mbridge, Coal Mer- 
5, Petty Cury, Cam 





bridge 
WILLIAMS, LESLIE HARRY, Bash Hill Park. Middlx 
Commercial Clerk April 30 at 11 14, Belford row 


ADJUDICATIONS 
ATKIN, Hip, Kingston upon Hall Kingston upon Hull 
Pet April 17 Ord April 17 
BONNEY, EPWARD DIXON, Altrincham 
Pet Dec 11 Ord April 17 
BUTLER, ELLEW SANDFORD. 
Pet April 14 Ord Aoril 14 
CurssuM, RoLAND BRUCE Southampton b'dgs, 
High Court Pet Feb3 Ort Awll WW 
CLements, GEORGE ALBERT, Bournemouth, 
Poole Pet April12 Ord April 16 
FEREDAY, JOHN, Wolverhampton, Cl thier 
ton Pet April 17 Ord April 17 
Fox. Ernst Gorae, Whellock 'd, Bedfori Park Brent- 
ford Pet Marl Ord April 14 
Gay, Georag Howarp, York, 
April 16 Ord April 16 
GeMson, JoserH, Preston, Grocer 
Ord April 16 
Greaory, ARTHUR, Sheffield, 
April 16 Ord April 16 
Guyy, THomas HewarkD Lissenden mans, L 
High Court Pet Mar 10 7 


Plumber Preston 


Stourport Kidd rminster 
Builder 


fobaccoaist 


Wolv.rAamp- 


Labourer York Pet 


Preston Pet April 16 


Grocer Sheffield Pet 


ssenden gdns 


Ord April 17 


Derby, Yarn 


Hotpaat®, HENRY MAXWELL, Giossop, 
Merchant Ashton under Lyne Pet Aprili8 Ord 
April 18 

House, Eustace ALraep, Upswich, Art Needlework 
Ipswich Pet April2 Ord April 18 

Luxron, HERBERT CHARL*S, Par Station Cornwall, 

Truro Pet April Is Ord April 18 


Timber Merchant 
OaTEN, WILLIAM JOHN, Wellington, Baker 
April 17 Ord April 17 
Tayror, Lutuer, Great Grimsby, Grocer 
Pet April17 Ord April 17 
RDLE, George, Kettering, Grocer 
Mar 28 0.d April 17 


Taunton Pet 
Great Grimsby 


Northampto.a Pet 





Wa 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNI LLED. 


BENDY, Cheltenham 


London Garette. —TURSDAY, April 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


BETHUNE, C, Bristol, Boat Builder Bristol Pet Apri 
Ord April 18 
CADWALLADER, JOHN, Liverpool, Farmet 
April 20 Ord April 20 
CLARK, WALTER EDWARD, Lowesmoor, W 
Enzineer Colchester Pet Apri » O 
Cureton, JoHY THOMAS, Coventry, B 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
DUNCAN, ANNIE CHRISTINA Swansea, Spins 
Pet April 19 Ord April 19 
GARDNER, ARTHUR FREDERICK B l 
Grocer Kidderminster Pet b19 Ord Apt 
Jongs, WILLIAM Towy Merionet ii 
Aberystwyth Pet April 19 Ord Apri 
MAcREDIE, HORACE, Parkgate 
Worker Sheffield Pet Apt 12 
Pirts, THomas, Btewkley, bu ks, 
April2l Ord A ril 21 
SaGR, STANLEY 








. Woolville rd, Golders Ut 
Builder Barnet Pet Jan 24 Ord Ap 
SruBaINs, THOMAS ROBINSON, Winterton, | s, J rt 
Grimsby Pet April 5 Orl April \9 
VARLEY, JEssk, Wov rhampton Wolverhat 
Ord April 19 
: Mark, Downton 
sbury Pet April 19 «(Ore 
DICOMBE, FREDERICK SBRVIN TON 
Court Pet April °¥ 1914 Ord April 
Woop, RUEBEN, Hatfield Pevere! Esse 
Chelmsford Pet April >) Ord Apri 
FIRST MEETINGS 
BONNEY, EDWARD DIXON, Altrinciam, Ch 
May 4 at 10.50 Off Rec, 13, Wi t. Pre 
currron, JoHN THOMAS Coventry, | 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
FEREDAY, JOHN, Short Heath year Wolverha 
Clothier May 2 at 12 Off Ke 80, Lich i st 
Wolversampton 
GeMson JosEern, Preston, Grocer 
13, Winckley st, Preston 
MoUNTAIN, EDWARD Mexborough, near Rot verham 














May 4 at of R 








tepairer May! 1t12 Off Rec, Figtree In, 5 held 

OATEN, WILLIAM JOHN, Wellington, Somerset, Ba 
May 2 at 3.15 3 Hammet st, anton 

ROBERTS, RICHARD PENRY, Sto kport, Che re, Fo i 
Packer May 3ati1l.l5 ° astle \ 
Stock pore 

TAYLOR LUTHER, (+t Grimsby, Gro M " re) 
Rec, St Mary's thmbrs, Gt (rims y 

WARDLE, GEORGE, K ttering, Grocer May t ort 
Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

WARNER MARK, Dowaton, itts, 1 r Merchant 
May 2at2 Otf Ree, ity hmbrs, Ca h st, Sali 
bury 

WIDDICOMBE. FREDERICK SERVINGTOS Oxf May at 
12 Bankruptcy bldng , Carey 

Wins >N, ARTHUR, Mansfield Woo thou Not al 
May 2atll Off Ree, 4, Castie p Notting 

ADJ DICATIONS 

CADWALLADER, JOHN, Liverpo»l, Farmer Liverpo Pet 
April 20 Ord April 20 

CLARK, WALTER EDWARD Lowesmoor, V0 t Mot 
Engineer Colchester Pet April20 Ora April 

CLIFTON JouN THOMAS, Coventry, Build veutry Pet 
April19 Ord April 19 

CRAWFORD, JOSEPH, Manchester, Engineet Manchest 
Pet Mar 9 Ord April 20 

DAVIES, HAROLD BLAKE, Worplesdon, Surrey Gutlifor 1 
Pet Mar 27 Ord Aprill9 

DuXCAN, ANNIK CHRISTINA, Swanse sea Pet 
April19 Ord April 19 

FLETCHER, JOHN JgssE,Johnans ct, I t, Journalist 
High Court Pet Dec 29 Ori Apri 

JACKSON, BERTRAM A E, C orley, Lancs ) 
Pet Nov17 Ord April 18 

Jones, WILLIAM, Towyn, Merion*th r Ca vitor 
Aberystwyth Pet April l Ord April lv 

HosTeR, CONSTANCE PAULINE, St >be yh nb 

Ord Ap 


High Court Pet 


relegraph st 
Parkgate, "i Rotherha 


MACREDIE, HoRACE, 
Worker Sheffield Pet April 20 O°! Apt 
Pitts, THOMAS, Stewkleys, Bucks, (iardner I Pet 


April 21 Ord April 21 
WARNER, MARK, Downton Wilts, Timbe Mer " 
Salisbury Pet April 19 Ord April 19 


Wooo, REUBEN, fiattield, Peverel Ess ¥, Market Ga 
Chelmsford Pet April 2! ord April 21 


Amended notice substituted for that p iblished in th 
London Gazetse | eb 
KAY, BERNARD, Scotian is, ur Wolv r! 


Tenior Wolverhampton Pet F 22 Ord Feb 
London Gazette. -Fripay, Apru © 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
ATWILL, DANIEL DENNIS Pe erell, Plymouth, ! kyard 

Labourer Plymouth Pet April 2+ Ord April2s 
Carr, WALTER HAIGH, Maltby, Yorks, “e i D I 
Sheffield Pet April 25 Ord Apr 
Coates, WILLIAM H WARD ‘ymouth Ply ith P 
Avril 16 Ord April 23 
Evert, James MacKRELL Ronford, Draper Chelmsford 
Pet Mar 29 Ord April 23 
HICKEN, CHARLES, Aston, Warwick, ! r Birming 
Pet April 18 Ord April 24 
LLoyp, GEorGE, Cramlin, Mon Baker Newp M 
Pet April 23 Ord April 23 
POLLARD, HENRY E, Brewer st, Regent st High Court 


Pet July 11 Ord April 23 
TREADWELL, RICHARD Gods one, Surre 
don Pet April 26 Ord Apri 
FIRST MEETINGS 
BUTLER, ELLEN SANFORD, Stourp rt, Worcester 
: Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 
CADWALLADER, JOHN, Liverpoo!, Farmer May 4atl of 


. Farmer Croy 


May iat 





Orrer, WINIFRED, and AGNES EpIrH 
Cheltenham Ajud May 4, 1900 


Annul April 5, 1917 





Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 


CLARK, WALTER EDWARD, Lowesmoor, Worcester Cycle 
Engineer May Sat 12 Of Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
DUNCAN, ANNIE CHRISTINA, Swansea May S5atil Off 

Rec, Government bides, St Marys st, Swansea 
May 8 at 


Evert, JAMES MACKRELI Romford, Draper 
1.30 14, Bedford row 
t HENRY HaLvorp, Hargrave Suffolk May 8 at 








l Of Ree, 36, Princes st Ipswich 
Greaory, ARTHUCR, Sheffield, Grocer May 4atl2 off Ree 
Fiatree In, Sheftield 
HAYES, JosEPH, Pinxton, Derby, Grocer May 4ati2 Off 
Ree 12, 8t Peter hurchyard, Derby 
HOLDGATE, HENRY MAXWELL, (710s90] Derby Yarn Mer 
hant Mavy/7at on Re yrom st, Manchester 
JON Ww ram, Towyn, Merionethshire, (a ator May 
» atl County Court (fice, t Haker st, Al eryatwith 
KNOWLES, LUI F HENRY LANCELOT edford May 9 at 
1, ¢) Messrs. Halliley and Morrisop, Solicitors Mil 
Bedford 
LE yw. JACK BOLOMON Lewk, Aberv twith, Cardigan 
shire, 1 a t May » at 1.80 County Court 
) e. 4. Baker st, Abervat vith 
I y Grorep, Crumlin, Mo Baker May & at ort 
} 4. Comme il at, Newport Mon 
H BERT CHARLES, Par St yn. Cornwall, Tim- 
r Mer an May at Of Re 1 Princes st, 
rrure 
1A pre, Horace, Rotherham, Steel Worker May 4 at 
Oo” Re Fizgtree In, Shetiield 
Ml iN, EVAN, Por erem, Carmarthen, Bui der May 
Sat fr k 4, Queen st, Var narthen 
POLLARD, HEN EK, | wer at, Regent st May 9 at 12 
Ban pt ld Carey st 
RUTHERFORD, WILLTAM THOMAS, Greatham, Durham 
late I r May 38 at on k Manor pl 
in ‘ l 
ADJODICATIONS 
(TWILL, DANIEL DENNIS, Peveret, Plymouth, Dockyard 
Labourer Plymouth Pet April@4 Ord Apri 24 
Al Wal {atau, Maltby, nr Rotheriam, late 
General Dealer Sheffield Pet April (rd Ay 
HICK CHAI s Aston, Warwi Baker Birmingham 


4 
Holland Villas ra, k sington, 
! tsept7 Ord 


ractor High Court P 


(ov nmen nt 
Apri ) 
y a se. Crum! Bak Newport, Mon Pet 
a l Ord April 2 

STURE « THomas Ropinson, Wintertoy Lia Joiner 
it G y Pet Apri Ord Apr 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED 





ke, James, Oldham Horse Devier Oldham Adjad 
Sept lt ’ Anuul April 
HickMAN, GeonGE, Nottingham Lace Manufacturer 
Nottingham Adjui June 27,1908 Annual Apri 19 
1417 (in respect of George Hickman yniy) 
Pu INT. FREDERICK ERNestT, Dorking Pool Adjal 
Dec 8, 1807 Annul April 23 1917 
London Gazette Turnspay, May! 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Bist ERNeEst I yw. Walbrook. Chartered A intant 
High ¢ itt it \pri Ord April 2t 
{ y, JouN EDWA Aldridge, Stall rk W alsa 
I Apr Ord Aor 6 
CHATTEN VILLIAM HEeNR Horsham, Sussex, Baker 
brigl ) Pet April Ord Apri 
DUNLOF \ (Male), Leeds Leeds PetJan9 Ord Apr 
AIRWEATHER, Huon t syTH, | iford, | ton 8 ial 
list H Cour I April 26 Ord Apt 
SIDN HRA Egren t, < ster i Ml hant 
Birk ead Pet Ay » Ord April 24 
i N TouN, Ca e, Farmer Cars Pet Apri 


Ord Apri 2s 
iigaues, WILL r y, Farmer Ban 
0 Pet April 37 Ord April 


<i Cab Driver Dburnley 


N , 
April ’ 
Rn YD Llan ddeiniolen Carnarvon, 
r Pet April Ord April? 
; at. Bedford row High Court Pet 
et! 1, Farnitur Broker effield 
April 28 
W ALEXANDER, Newea inpon Tyne, 
Broker Newcast 1 Tyt Pet 





FIRST MEETINGS 
Plymouth, Dockyard Labourer 











ATWILL, DANIEI DENN 
M ay 1 pat J 7 Bue land ter Piym itt 

RETHUNE, CHARLES PICKALES Brist Boat Builder May 
pall of Rec 26, Baldwin Bristol 

RrisHop, ERNEST EDWIN, W ibro k, Chartered Acc intant 
May atl Bankruptcy bldg arey st 

CHATTEN, WILLIAM HENRY, Horsham, Sussex Raker May 
pat » Off Rec, 12a, Maribor rh pl, Brightoa 

COATES Piymouth May 10 at 3 
7, B ! 

AVIFE esda, Carnar ‘ tor 
May t Bango 

FAIRWEATHE TH, Rom 1, Button Specia 
st Bankruptcy !t 1 Carey at 

SHARP, st, I ford row May 9 at 1! 
Bankruptcy ! Carey st 

srer, WILLIF, Braithwell Yorks,arman May5a | 
of R Figtree , Shett i 

T BINS, THOMAS ROBINSON Winterto I s, Joine 
May Satli Off Re St Marys m , a v 

TREADWELL, RICHARD, Godatone, Surrey Farm May 9 
at li 1 ¥. rk rd, Westminster rid rd 

Amended Notice substitute lfor t t pu hel in th 

London Gazette of April 

LUXTON HIE yr CHARLES, Pat tation, Cornwall, 
limber Mercha May 9at3 Off Kee, 1 Princes 
Trur 
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fy Order of the Trus‘ees of the Will of the late PERIODICAL SALES. 
Mr. 8. J. WOODGATE. 
PICCADILLY ESTABLISHED 1843. DR. BARNARDO'S 
. MESSRS H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD HO M ES 


conduct PERIODICAL SALES of 
CHARTER: 


THE VALUABLE AND IMPORTANT REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), 
LIVS INTERESTS and ANNUITIB® | “No Destitute Child ever Refused 


FREEHOLD PROPERTY. 
KNOWN A LIFE POLICIES, Reteien * 
Shares and Debentures, aaa — _— 
Nos. 2 & 3, ALBANY COURTYARD, Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and No Waiting List. 
PICCADILLY, W. Kindred Interests, 83,889 Children admitted. Over 4,009 
I on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each month since war broke out. 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 1,548 entered last year. 


CAPITAL LIGHT OFFICES. RC 


f yea r 
The Provisional Dates for 1917 are as follows :— 





oi 
7.711 is the average number of Boys and 
, Girls in residence for last five years 
Fens oO 300 Boys in Training for the Navy. 
per £280 annum, ursday, June Thursday, September 20 9,396 Barnardo Boys are serving thie 
o eflecea t vy AUCTION, by MessE hursday e aa © as Empire in the Army, Navy and 
, “ r. Jul , ireday, Octole 8 * ° ° 7 
ccemtas’ i aoe had Mercantile Marine. 
LLIN & COLLINS TY as 2 Thursday, November 15 Bequest Forms on application to the Genl. Secretary 
CO S sreday. 1¢ rhersday. December 6 Telephone No, 1098 East. 
- ; be | Thursday, December 20 Honorary Director, William Baker, M.A., LL.B. 
: ‘ Head Offices: 18 to 26,STEPNEY CAUSEWAY, LONDON,F.1, 
iMces, 6, Poultry, London, B.C. 2 Telegranns, © Lnvirl- qu qeee, 


On the 15th MAY, 1917, at 2 o’clock, ‘ 
y Stock, London Tel. Nos. 2063, 2964, and 2965 City 


AT THE MART, TOKENHOUSE YARD, LONDON, EC. 
1 oh KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY’S 


on a repatring lea 
1 ¢ - now fs rs } 
Reversion Sales 


4 


“ 








Particular and ¢ ] s an he obt 
Atacct, Medford ita W.c ur at the Auctioneers: ttewrs, PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS. 
erry he th Audiey street, \ ESSRS. HE. FOSTER & CRANFIELD SALE ROOMS 
A heg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
> , . ' F . will be held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-vard, E.C. FOR 
PECKHAM om der of Tras Vendors. solicitors, and trustees having properties for 

tfully invited to communicate with the JEWELS, FAMILY PLATE, PICTURES, 


IMSON & SONS. will it the sale are resp 
O, Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 2, 
963 FURNITURE, CHINA, 


(T 
e) MART, on THURSDAY NEXT, » at j 
the f wing e rams: “Invariably Stock, London, Tel. Nos. 2 
FREEHOLD GRO : 4, d 2065 City 
; ha sing ; a ' And all classes of Valuable Property. 
an ¢.<eree . SALES IN COUNTRY HOUSES FIRE VALUATIONS. 
ty | ( rO £5,000 ADVANCED by Private ‘ UATIO 
w Lender on Simple Promissory Note. No bills igs ——— 
f sil \ and solute privacy cnarantee d First Special Estate Room for Auctions of Real Property 
tter of applicatio receives prompt attention, and and Investments, 


inhen i¢ borrowers are waited upon by & representative 

who is empowe “ to con , a SS 20, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON,W.1. 
mutually arrange no v sing made uniess Husi 

ness actually completed Special quotations for short 


uare, W 








taken 





TFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Write in confidence to 4 Daily, 9 till sunset. Admission Sundays, Fellows ard 
Cc, WELLS, Fellows’ Orders; Saturdays and Mondays during the Wa: 
CORRIDOR CHAMBERS, LEICESTER 6d. each ; other days Is. each; child: en always 6d. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Vol. 61 commenced OCTOBER 2ist, 1916. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE: 


JOURNAL ANB WEEKLY REPORTER, 26s.; 
by Post, 28s.; Foreign, 30s. 4d.; Single Number, 64d, 


IN PROPORTION. 





SOLICITORS’ 


HALP-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS 


ORDER FORM. 





Please send the Souicrrors’ JouRNAL AND WEEKLY ReEporTER fom 


I enclose cheque for , my Subscription 


until countermanded. 


for months. 


The Souicrrons’ JouRNAL AND WerEKLY Reporter can be ordered from any date, and back numbers of the current 





‘ 
a 
volume can be supplied. 


Cheques and Post Office Orders payable to H. A. VILLERs. 


OFFICE: 27. CHANCERY LAN ZB, W.C. 














